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Carry on up the Kyber 


John Major’s big photo opportunity in the 
Kyber Pass was a truly pathetic stunt. Just 
when we think there are no more depths to be 
plumbed, our Premier manages to wallow a 
little deeper in the mire. 

Then the little grey man followed up his 
blatant wooing ofthe Asian vote with a meeting 
at the Commonwealth Institute, at which he 
called for ethnic minorities to play a greater 
role in our national life. Maybe he should be 
reminded that one ‘ethnic minority’ at least 
has already been participating very fully indeed 
in our national life for at least eighty years. 

In order not to offend any rival group, Major 
had to do the complete trek through India, 
Pakistan and Bangladesh. During a stop-over 
in a mud village in Bangladesh on the 11th 
January, he made a most sinister speech, an 
unabashed appeal for full global free trade. 
Western countries must dismantle all trade 
barrier, allowing themselves to be flooded by 
Third World imports, said the man with one 
‘O’ level (British Constitution and History, if 
you’re interested. Yawn!) 
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Of course, such a course of action does not 
mean that Bangladesh will become more like 
Britain; it means that Britain will become 
more like Bangladesh. Quite frankly, a fail 
mark in the London Transport exam for bus 
conductors isn’t an adequate preparation for 
the bandying around of phrases such as 
“meeting the challenge of globalisation.” 

We are not hearing Major here: these are the 
authentic tones of His Master’s Voice. 

The ‘globalisation’ boys and their puppet 
politicians pursue a course which is detrimental 
to all races and cultures. There is a deliberate 
move towards promiscuous denationalisation 
and the eradication of higher civilisation. A 
worldwide pattern of legislation seems to 
emerge mysteriously, often completely at odds 
with local cultural mores. In South Africa, for 
example, laws encouraging homosexuality and 
providing for abortion on demandhave recently 
been passed. Obviously such laws are just as 
alien and unwelcome to African tribesmen as 
to Boer farmers. 

The effect of internationalism is always to 
level down to the lowest common denominator. 
The same common policy trends and objectives 
can be observed on a global scale — hardly 
surprising as the aim is ‘globalisation’ — and 
we can see them from Bangladesh to South 
Africa, from Britain to the USA. 

It may seem almost inbelievable, but, for the 
first time in history, the USA is no longer a 
high-wage economy. Fortunes are still being 
made in the wreckage of the American Dream, 
but 1973 was probably the last ‘good’ year for 
the average American. The USA traditionally 
had a large middle class, but this is now 
changing. 

At present, 2 per cent of Americans are 
super rich, around 18 per cent are fairly 
prosperous and the rest — 80 per cent of the 
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population — are falling back. On present 
trends, America faces a Third World future, 
not just ethnically, but economically as well. 

Alexander Cockburn put it thus in The 
Observer:- 


“After all, slavery was reintroduced to 
America between 1960 and 1990. In 1960, 
an average college graduate could earn 
enough to afford a four-bedroomed house 
with a pool, raise three kinds and run a new 
Chevvy. Now it takes two childless wage- 
slaves to afford the rent on a one-bedroomed 
apartment.” 


It isn’t so different here, is it? Now, it does 
take a bit of effort to realise that you are a 
slave: the mind seems to rebel against the very 
concept. But the vast majority of people are 
now serfs of the international banksters. 35 
years ago, international bank assets were worth 
no more than 10 per cent of world trade; at 
present, international loan capital amounts to 
more than double the amount of world trade. 
This is the most deadly menace we have ever 
faced — a foe that is bleeding the world to 
death, destroying the environment, separate 
races and cultures, and the very possibility of 
civilisation surviving, yet alone scaling the 
new heights which our technology could attain. 

Only by both rousing the public and by 
providing a leadership of pure moral force do 
we stand a chance against it. And yet, we must 
never forget that most of this seemingly 
invincible power is based, in the final analysis, 
on bits of paper and financial databases, on 
bluffand inertia. The great worldwide temple 


of Mammon is a conjurer’s stage set built on 


sand. 


Seeing through the lies 


One of the main supporting pillars of that 
temple is the controlled mass media. For 
decades now, ordinary people have viewed 
world events through the distorting lens of the 
television news cameras. What the TV news 
programmes show us is not in truth ‘the news’, 
but what the controllers, programmers and 
editors decide we should think is the news. 
Events, facts and issues which don’t fit in with 
their worldview and private agendas simply 
don’t get covered. 

Take heart, therefore, from the results of a: 
poll conducted by the Centre for Media and 
Public Affairs on the percentage of U.S. adults 
watching the network news broadcasts. 
According to the /nvestors’ Business Daily of 
17th January, this has slumped from 60 per 
cent in 1993 to 42 per cent today. 

Furthermore, most of the 3,000 people 
sampled felt that the media are biased, with a 
two-to-one majority recognising that the bias 
is liberal. 
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The truth at last 


Sunday Telegraph columnist Kevin Myers 
took his career in his hands on Sth January. In 
a remarkably honest piece of journalism, he 
stated bluntly that: - “It is time to be frank 
about Jews.” To be precise, he wanted to be 
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able to commenton facts such as the Jewishness 
of “the new cultural leaders of the United 
States,” ofall the highly-influential top ‘British’ 
agony aunts, and of various well-known 
businessmen. 

Inevitably, he both began and concluded his 
piece with extensive and suitably pious 
references to the Wannsee conference, where 
the Nazis “planned the extermination of the 
Jews ofthe world.” As a matter of fact, the best 
historical evidence indicates thatthe Wannsee 
meeting was a rather banal affair, where 
middle-ranking Nationai Socialist funct- 
ionaries worked out a plan to deport the Jews 
of the parts of Europe under their control to 
internment camps and restricted zones, where 
they would provide a valuable source of forced 
labour until the end of the war made it possible 
to work with the Zionists to implement the 
‘final solution’ —namely the establishment of 
a Jewish homeland in either Russia, Mad- 
agascar or Palestine. 

That, however, is a minor point in this case; 
we can’t expect Mr. Myers either to know the 
long-buried truth or to commit certain 
professional suicide over a minor detail of 
history. What is important is the way in which 
the issue of Jewish influence, and the taboo on 
mentioning it, has been broached in a major 
newspaper. And the accuracy of the acc- 
ompanying headline: “Not all critics of Jews 
are anti-Semites.” This is the crux of the 
matter. Ifthe phrase ‘anti-Semitism’ is anything 
other than a propaganda stick with which to 
beat honest opponents into silence, it means a 
hostility to Jews simply on the grounds of their 
Jewishness. This is not an attitude with which 
this magazine, or the BNP, has ever had any 
truck. It has been said before, but it bears 
repeating again: “When we oppose the big 
Jewish interests, we do so not on grounds of 
what they are, but on grounds of what they do.” 

Many Jews are decent, law-abiding citizens. 
A notable handful of Jews are among the most 
effective opponents of Zionism and the Six 
Million lie in the world. But neither these 
facts, nor the immense power of the Jewish 
lobby, should prevent a frank discussion of 
Jewish influence and its effects on our society. 
To Kevin Myers’s brave contribution to this 
debate, we are therefore pleased that the BNP 
has just added its own, in the form ofa booklet 
entitled Who are the mind-benders? More on 
this subject on page five. 


What the papers didn’t say 


Staying with the question of Zionist influence 
for amoment, many readers will be aware that 
the independent libertarian author Alexander 
Baron and several other individuals were, 
towards the end of last year, in the process of 
bringing a series of libel actions against Gerry 
Gable’s mendacious Searchlight magazine. 
Shortly before Christmas, Mr. Baron — who 
is partly disabled — was arrested for alleged 
‘witness intimidation’, following a heated 
dispute with the DSS official responsible for 
cutting offhis sick benefit after being informed 


on the 


by Gable that Mr. Baron had won several out 
of court settlements from bookshops which 
had been unwise enough to stock Searchlight. 

As a result of all this, the plaintiff in a libel 
action isnow on remand in Brixton prison, and 
the two other individuals who were bringing 
similar actions against Gable have also been 
raided by the police. Although the original 
action against the bookshops brought outraged 
howls about a supposed ‘threat to freedom’ 
from various newspapers, not a word has 
appeared in print over the unprecedented way 
in which the power of the police and courts is 
being abused to interfere with well-grounded 
actions for libel against what claims to be an 
anti-establishment magazine. Ifit happened in 
Belgrade, the Guardian would make it front 
page news, but since it is happening to an 
opponent of the multi-racial experiment and 
Zionist influence in Britain, the silence is 
deafening. 

Letters of support may be sent to: RW 1862 
Baron, H.M. Prison Brixton, Jebb Avenue, 
London SW2 5XF. Donations towards Mr. 
Baron’s continued legal battle against 
Searchlight should be made payable to ‘The 
Governor, HMP Brixton’, and sent with a 
covering letter. 


The pencil-monitor 


We all remember the type: spotty; goofy; 
thick-specs; the kid described by neighbours 
a “a toffee-nosed boy nobody wanted to play 
with.” The sort whose only chance of getting 
noticed in school and being somebody was to 
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be a pencil-monitor. Some of these creatures 
go on to become traffic wardens and DSS 
benefit clerks — positions of petty power 
from which they can lord it over the kind of 
people who used to flick ink at them in school. 

But watch out! The one pictured here looks 
setto become the most powerful pencil-monitor 
in the land, for the young caterpillar pictured 
here is poised to emerge into the early spring 
sunshine as a beautiful grey butterfly: Jack 
Straw, Labour’s future Home Secretary. 

Straw hit the headlines at the start of January 
with his claim that hereditary peers are ‘out of 
touch’. Now, as a matter of fact, some of them 
undoubtedly are, but the man he picked on as 
an example, the 73-year old Duke of 
Buccleuch, has clearly had far more experience 
of the real world and of real people than Jack 
Straw. Although at school at Eton, the Duke 
worked in an aircraft factory in 1940, at the 
age of 16. Two years later, he joined the Royal 
Navy Volunteer Reserve as an ordinary 
seaman, serving in wartime on destroyers and 
rising through the ranks to Lieutenant 
Commander. Crippled in a riding accident 
twenty years ago, he is atireless worker for the 
disabled. He employs more than 1,000 people 
on farms all over Scotland. 

Jack Straw, by contrast, fought his way 
gallantly to the top of the political heap at 
Leeds University to become President of the 
National Union of Students between 1969-71. 
A lawyer, he toiled as amember of the lunatic- 
left Islington Borough Council from 1971-78. 
Between 1977-79 he saw more action — 
Granada TV's World in Action, that is, where 
he worked as a journalist. 

As for being ‘unrepresentative’, the Labour 
party’s anti-House of Lords propaganda swipe 
made a big deal out of the Duke’s descent from 
an illegitimate son of Charles II. Now, 
according to geneologists, if you trace the 
roots of the native population of Britain back 
just-a lifetime before that, you find that — on 
average — we all share four common ancestors 
at the time of Queen Elizabeth, when 
Shakespeare wrote of the soldiers at Agincourt 
as a ‘band of brothers.’ 

Charles II had so many illegitimate children 
that, in all probability, thousands of Britons 
today could, if they did but know it, claim 
descent from the philandering monarch. The 
only thing that is certain is that Jack Straw is 
not among them. For while the Honourable 
Pencil-Monitor for Blackburn has thousands 
of distant relatives in Britain, they are neither 
of royal nor yeoman stock, but hail from the 
ghettoes of Eastern Europe. 

The bosses of Granada TV, the men financing 
the Labour party’s election campaign, the 
present Home Secretary and the Lib-Dem 
spokesman on the subject — all these men, 
who have played such an important role in the 
career of Jack Straw are, like the boy himself, 
Jewish. Would it not be wise for this powerful 
clique, in their attacks on the last elements of 
the old aristocracy, to refrain from using the 
word ‘unrepresentative’? 
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“We're appealing 
to the white British 
voter, we're not 
crawling for the 
Black and Asian 
vote” 

— John Tyndall 


“1997 will be the 
year of opportunity 
for the BNP” 


— Scott McLean 


“Don't talk about 
‘what they should 
be doing’. Ask 
yourself: ‘what 
should / be doing” 


— Nick Griffin 


“The grim reality is 
that only the BNP 
is speaking about 
the real problems 
facing the British 
electorate: crime, 
immigration and 
economic 
insecurity” 

- Richard Edmunds 


-“Your country 
needs you - now!” 
— John Tyndall 
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Political police again 


fail to stop the BNP! 


THE BNP’s latest Annual Rally, re- 
scheduled from last November so as to give 
the party the biggest possible pre-election 
boost, was held in London on 25th January, 
1997. 

The meeting was held ina splendid function 
room, obtained at the very last minute after the 
Special Branch had managed to get the planned 
venue cancelled, by ‘tipping’ off the media 
and violent political opponents as to where the 
rally was due to be held. This is an 
‘improvement’ onthe political police technique 
in 1995, when they themselves told the hotel 
management to cancel the perfectly legal 
booking. However, the Met. big-wigs were 
clearly embarrassed when the BNP discovered 
and publicised their trick, so this year they 
decided to use ‘anti-establishment’ Marxist 
extremists, staying in the shadows themselves. 

The difficulties encountered in securing a 
hall, and the fact that these had been overcome, 
gave the meeting a very special atmosphere, 
which was reflected in some electrifying 
speeches and a superb collection of £4,600. 

After the meeting was opened by the day’s 
very capable chairman, Dr. Donald Stephens, 
‘battle reports’ on the party’s election 


Dave King reports on the general election preparations in London 


preparations up and down the country were 
given by the Regional Organisers. Keith Axon, 
John Peacock, Chris Jackson, Scot McLean, 
David Jones and Dave King gave brief 
speeches on the situation in the West Midlands, 
East Midlands, North West, Scotland, West 
Country and Wales, and London, respectively. 

The first main speech was given by overseas 
guest Jose Ramos, editor of the Portuguese 
magazine Justica & Liberade (‘Justice & 
Freedom’), who spoke of the increasing loss 
of freedom throughout the white world — a 
subject which struck a particular chord in the 
light of the day’s events. 

- He was followed by Spearhead staff 
contributor, Nick Griffin, who told the 
enthusiastic audience of the concern with which 
the BNP’s potential is being viewed by the 
Marxists and Zionists. 

An entertaining speech by National 
Organiser, Richard Edmunds, included an on- 
stage photocall for all the BNP prospective 
parliamentary candidates in the hall. 

BNP Chairman, John Tyndall, gave the 
final speech of the evening, with a stirring 
call for maximum effort at this time of great 
opportunity. 
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BNP launches 
“Operation Daylight’ 


control 


A notable feature of the January, 1997, 
BNP rally was the launch of a new party 
booklet: Who are the mind-benders? 
Subtitled, ‘the people who rule Britain 
through control of the mass media,’ it 
takes a penetrating look at the disprop- 
ortionate role of Jews in the ownership, 
control and production of the mass media. 

Mind-Benders pulls no punches. As well as 
sections on TV, radio, advertising, the press, 
publishing and the cinema, it also examines 
the ways in which the media manipulate 
public opinion, and the largely destructive 
ends to which this power is used. 

Produced in a modern, easy-to-read style, 
Mind-Benders is one of the most important 
publications produced by nationalists in 
Britain for a very long time. Sure to become 
aclassic, it will teach a whole new generation 
of nationalist activists about the problem of 
the mass media. Even veteran students of this 
subject will come across new information 
within this well-researched exposure, so every 
Spearhead reader should be sure to send for 
a copy straight away. 


Your help needed 


While you are at it, how about taking 
advantage of our special post paid offer of just 
£ 10 for 10 copies. Help ‘Operation Daylight’ 
— the BNP campaign to spread the truth about 
this almost-taboo subject as widely as possible! 
Buy extra copies and pass them to friends and 
workmates, put them in libraries, send them 
to local journalists, get them into schools and 
colleges — everyone can do something to 
help make this vitally important subject the 


‘Bleistein with a cigar’? No. Retiring 
Channel 4 boss Michael Grade, with his 
uncle Lew 


Who are the 
MIND-BENDERS 


The people who rule Britan., 
through control of the mass media 


topic of informed public debate. 

The launch of this booklet and campaign is 
very well-timed, since various current events 
— including the well-publicised debate over 
who is to follow Michael Grade as boss of 
Channel 4, and the revelations about the crucial 
role of a group of millionaire Jews in the 
funding and marketing of ‘new’ Labour — 


have already stimulated widespread interest in. 


the power and influence of the Zionist lobby. 
The issue has even seen a limited amount of 
coverage in the mainstream press, most notably 
in Kevin Myers’ column in the Sunday Telegraph 
of 5th January, discussed in this issue’s ‘What 
We Think’ and reproduced on the right. 

So help us to take advantage of this 
inquisitiveness by doing your bit to distribute 
Mind-Benders and to spread the word about 
the people who rule Britain through control 
of the mass media. 

Order your copies today! 


Single copy £ 1.30 incl. p&p. European air 
mail £ 1.50 incl., rest of world £2 incl. p&p. 

10 copies £10 incl. p&p. 

Discounts-for bulk purchases as follows:- 10-19 
copies: 80p each; 20-49 copies: 72p each; 50 to 
99 copies: 60p each; 100-199 copies: 50p each. 
(For advice on postage rates, please telephone 
0374 454893). Please make out all cheques/POs 
to ‘British National Party’ and send to:- c/o PO 
Box 117, Welling, Kent, DA16 3DW. 


Not all critics 
of Jews are 
anti-Semites 


IFTY-FIVE years 
ago this month senior 
Nazis under the lead- 


ership of Reinhard 
Heydrich gathered at 56-57 
Am Grossen Wannsee beside 
the great recreational lake of 
Berlin in order to plan the 
extermination of world 
Jewry. Though anti-Semi- 
tism and even anti-Semitic 
pogroms had repeatedly dis- 
graced European history, 
extermination programmes 
had not. The Wannsee con- 
ference was not an inevitable 
|expression of existing tradi- 
jtions, but rather a complete 
‘departure from the norms of 
European civilisation, and it 
was made possible by a 
series of events as unique 
and unrepeatable as those 
that made the Reformation 
or the Industrial Revolution. 

Fifty-five years is a long 
time — the period, say, 
between the Boer War and 
the Hungarian Uprising — 
and we cannot forever be 
bound by the constraints that 
very properly arose in the 
aftermath of the Holocaust. 
At this remove we should 
really be able to discuss Jews 
and their Jewishness, their 
virtues or their vices, as one 
can any other identifiable 
group, without being called 
anti-Semitic. Frankness does 
not feed anti-Semitism; 
secrecy, however, does. The 
silence of sympathetic dis- 
cretion can easily be misun- 
derstood as a conspiracy. 
It is time to be frank about 
Jews. 

It is not easy. When The 
Spectator ran an article a 
couple of years ago about the 
new cultural leaders of the 
United States being Jews 
whose Jewishness remained 
publicly undiscussed, it was 
promptly accused of anti- 
Semitism — and absurdly, 
for its editor had the good 
fortune to be of Jewish 
extraction. Many of us are 
not so lucky — which is per- 
haps why the power of cer- 
tain Jews has often gone 
unobserved. Few people, for 
example, have been so influ- 
ential in British life in recent 
years as the four famous 
agony aunts — Marjorie 
Proops, Irma Kurtz, Anna 
Raeburn and Claire Rayner. 
They have been empresses 
of pelvic epics and laureates 
of female personal pleasure, 
and no doubt have helped 
obliterate many traditional 
sexual taboos. My own opin- 
ion — that their influence has 
been benign — is irrelevant. 
What is not is their utterly 
undiscussed Jewishness and 
their freedom from the Pau- 
line taboos on sexuality of 
traditional Christianity. 
Would the religion of other, 
differently influential coun- 
sellors have been totally 
ignored if they were 
Catholic? 

Identifying Jews in high 


\%, 


Kevin 
Myers 


places is in 1997 no more evi- 
dence of anti-Semitism than 
it is Paisleyite to name influ- 
ential Catholics in power. If I 
can point to the Jewishness 
of Major David Meyer, who 
won a particularly gallant 
Air Force Cross in Bosnia, 
might I not similarly point to 
the Jewishness of other 
celebrities. The famous 
Guinness/Distillers war of 
néarly a decade ago gained 
an added, but largely unspo- 
ken piquancy because of its 
ethnic dimension — the Scot- 
tish Presbyterian commer- 
cial panjandrums versus the 
North London Boys, with the 
latter emerging victorious as 
usual. 

Even to draw attention to 


such Jewish success is to risk 
accusations of being anti- 
Semitic, as it also is to dis- 
dain certain Jewish prac- 
tices. But why should I not 
deplore medically unneces- 
sary male circumcision, 
especially when it is per- 
formed without anaesthetic? 
Feminists denounce reli- 
giously motivated female cir- 
cumcision and condemn 
Rome for its attitude to abor- 
tion; it is hardly anti-Semitic 
to wish that Jewish babies be 
spared pain. After all, crop- 
ping a‘ dog’s tail without 
anaesthetic is illegal, yet 
similarly cropping a boy’s 
penis is not. Is that not 
strange? 

There is a reason for this, 
and it sprang from the gath- 
ering at Wannsee, the most 
evil meeting in human his- 
tory, which began on January 
20, 1942, having been post- 
poned from January 1 by the 
American entry to the 
Second World War. Presum- 
ably its organisers were 
unaware of the significance 
of that date in the Christian 
calendar. For January 1 is 
the Feast of the Circumci- 
sion, when the child Jesus 
was inaugurated into the 
Jewish religion — the very 
day the Nazis choose to plan 
the extermination of the 
Jews of the world. Wannsee 
rightly haunts our imagina- 
tions today, but it is surely 
time we were liberated from 
the inhibitions it has laid 
upon our freedom of 
discussion. 
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NATURAL SELECTION 
HITS BACK 


JOHN TYNDALL considers the 
implications of a Darwinist revival | 


DARWINISM, it seems, is alive and well. 
What is more, it just may be the coming 
rage among the studious young of the 21st 
century. Columnist Mary Kenny, writing 
in the Sunday Express of the 5th January, 
claimed that:- 
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. evolutionary theory, or neo- 
Darwinism, is fast becoming the predominant 
intellectual theory among the rising 
generation. According to DEMOS, the think- 
tank which monitors political ideas 
particularly among the under-35s, Darwinism 
is now the ‘ism’ for our times. ‘Marxism 
said it began and ended with class,’ notes the 
DEMOS quarterly. “But as a source for the 
social sciences, Darwinism is now taking its 
place.’..*’ 


The writer continued:- 


‘Marx is dead. Freud is dead, and, 
according to Nietzsche, God is dead. But 
Darwinism — the simple theory of the 
survival of the fittest — goes from strength 
to strength. The flourishing study of genes, 
of DNA (the biological structure of life) and 
of the natural sciences have all contributed 
to a passionate new interest in evolutionary 
psychology first launched by Charles Darwin 
in 1859. 

‘There are hundreds of new books 
published each year which underline the 
importance of evolutionary theory, but the 
key text, written by key guru Richard 
Dawkins, is The Selfish Gene.- 

‘‘The theory overturns the notion that 
human beings, oranimals, act inaccordance 
with the good of the group. What drives 
humans, as animals, is the survival of their 
genes. And a ‘selfish gene’ — the impulse 
which leads people to act in the interest of 
their own survival and that of their kin — is 
a ‘good gene’, because it survives. 

‘In the mentality of the selfish gene, 
maternal altruism doesn’t exist: mothers 
don’t perform kindly and caring acts because 
motherhood is admirable. Mothers protect 
their offspring because they are programmed 
to perpetuate their own genes. There is 
nothing particularly. moral or heroic. about 
the maternal instinct — it’s just the DNA 
talking.”’ 


Miss Kenny seems here to be a little 
confused. She says that Darwinism ‘‘overturns 
the notion that human beings, or animals, act 
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in accordance with the good of the group,”’ 
and then goes on to state that ‘‘what drives 
humans, as animals, is the survival of their 
genes,’ which a little way on she describes 
as meaning ‘‘their own survival and that of 
their kin.’’ Surely the good of the group and 
the survival of self and kin amount to much 
the same thing, albeit that family kin will 
always take precedence over the extended 
family of nation, tribe and race. 


Egotism and altruism 


As for there being nothing particularly 
moral or heroic about the maternal instinct to 
protect offspring, this brings us into the 
egotism versus altruism argument. The matter 
is admirably dealt with by W.G. Simpson in 
his great work Which Way Western Man, 
where he examines a hypothetical case of a 
mother who, after a shipwreck, fastens her 
child to the only available lifebelt and willingly 
drowns in consequence. Is this altruism? No, 
says Simpson, it is only an expression of the 
loftiest form of egotism. He described it 
thus:- 


“Do you suppose the mother gains nothing 
for herself in laying down her life for her 
child? Do we not know that her heart must 
have sung within her as she went down? Was 
she not satisfying her love and her maternal 
instinct, the deepest instinct in her? Had not 
her love triumphed even over her fear of 
death? With her final breath may she not have 
brought her life to the very apex of a perfect 
fulfilmentofher lifelong ideal of motherhood? 
Is it not obvious that, under the circumstances 
in which she was caught, there was no 
satisfaction left her that could be so exquisite, 
so infinitely sweet and pure? In the light of 
eternity, in which time is not, may she not 
have more really lived in that one moment 
than in all the preceding years ofher existence? 
And the same thing is true of the martyr. It 
was true of Jesus on the cross. Things being 
as they were, he would not have come down. 
The Pharisees, to be sure, had their reward; 
but he had his also. And he would never have 
set his face to go to Jerusalem if he had not 
been pretty sure of it. Do we not know that 
just to be able to look oneself in the face rnay 
be enough to make it worthwhile to go to 
death? 


‘“No, I say again, to come back to the point 
where we digressed, not one of us can do 
anything except for the saké of some kind of . 
gain to himself. It may be on a high plane or 
a low, but it must be on some plane — on 
whatever plane we conceive it. To be - 


otherwise would.be to have lost one’s very 
instinct for life.”’ 


This seems to me a more than adequate 
argument for altruism and egotism being, not 
a matter of moral choice, but entirely 
complementary. And, if this be so, it would 
substantiate the case for evolutionary theory. 
We have come to where we are by a-multi- 
millionfold process of people acting at all 
times in accordance with their own desires, 
whether these be high or low: This is 
uncomfortable reading for ‘liberals’, who 
will not like to be told that beneath their 
constant postures of ‘‘serving all humanity”’ 
there is the selfish gene at work, doing what 
one is compelled to do out ofa desire for some 
personal reward, whether it be fame, 
popularity or just the inner glow that comes 
of having acted in accordance with one’s own 
perception of what is good and right. To these 
motives might be added that of patronisation 
— a particularly strong urge in those who 
dedicate themselves to the cause of races 
other than their own. 


‘A bit right-wing’’ 


All this is leading us in an unmistakenly anti- 
liberal direction. Miss Kenny clearly detects 
this when in her article she says:- 


‘*The problem with the new Darwinism is 
that it could well be a bit, well, right-wing, 
not to say reactionary. Although the new 
Darwinists themselves strain to be politically 
correct on many issues, they can scarcely 
avoid their own evidence that men and women 
evolved with a completely different adaptive 
agenda. 

‘When evolution comes in the door, 
feminism, I’m afraid, goes out the window. 
Nature’s utility isnot equality. The Darwinists 
claim that of 1,200 human societies studied 


there has never been a single society where 
females have competed as fiercely for 
status and domination as have males.”’ 


By this time, the shrill voice of protest can 
almost be heard. If the survival of the fittest is 
to be the guiding principle, does that not 
’ justify some of the most appalling crimes? Is 
the large, hefty young male mugger not 
vindicated in his action of beating to near- 
death the frail elderly woman in the act of 
stealing her handbag? This is aserious question 
that merits a serious answer. Let us come to 
it in a moment, for it.is time to take a closer 
look at Professor Dawkins. This is gleaned 
from a report of an interview by David 
Thomas given in the same Sunday Express 
feature, alongside Miss Kenny’s article. 


_ Advocate of heredity 


A photograph of the Professor suggests that 
if he himself is a product of evolution it is of 
the more intellectual type. The account of the 
interview starts encouragingly. ‘‘Once,”’ 
Dawkins Says, ‘““you’ve grasped the immense 
power of heredity, everything else follows.”’ 
Well, if it is now ‘in fashion’ among Britain’s 
studious young to accept the heredity 
argument, instead of the previously modish 
Marxist one which is based on the primacy of 
environment, that isa step in the right direction. 
Notheory ofheredity can remain intellectually 
honest without coming up against, and 
accepting, the truths of race. Is Professor 
Dawkins, then, prepared to follow the logic of 
his arguments and admit to being a ‘racist’? 
That of course is a silly question. The Professor 
gives lectures to university audiences and, in 
the words of the reporter, ‘‘has been 
handsomely rewarded for his best selling 
books.’’ He lives in an affluently appointed 
house in Oxford and is married to a TV 
actress. 

The good Professor has, needless to say, 
worked out a prudent answer to the kinds of 
questions which people are bound to put to 
him once the heredity principle is accepted. 
Darwinism, he says, is as fundamentally true 
as the Earth’s orbit of the Sun. ‘‘But even so,”’ 
Thomas says, ‘‘he is painfully aware that 
while Darwinism may be good science it is 
very bad politics.” And Thomas continues:- 


PROFESSOR 
DAWKINS 
Believes we 
should fight 
against 
biological 
truth 


‘* After all, if you believe in the survival of 
the fittest, it is easy to decide that those who 
are unfit — who are handicapped, for 
example, or who possess a hereditary illness 
— should not survive.”’ 

Quoting Dawkins again, he says:- 

‘* “It’s very important to make the point 
that Darwinism, as a system of values, is 
deeply pernicious and evil and should be 
fought against. A Darwinian society would 
be avery unpleasant society in which to live. 
We need to understand the forces which led 
to our coming into existence so that we can 
be better equipped to fight against them in 
society.’ ”’ 

For sheer fatuity this statement beggars 
belief. It is about as intelligent as saying that 
because the law of gravity sometimes has 
unpleasant consequences for people who trip 
over on the edges of high cliffs we should 
repudiate Newton and plan the future social 
order on the assumption that such people, 
instead of falling to their deaths many feet 
below, will float gently downwards as if 
possessing genetically inherited parachutes! 

Of course, a society governed literally and 
totally in accordance with Darwinian laws 
would be unpleasant to live in, but I know of 
no-one who has ever suggested that such a 
society should be our aim, nor should we 
suppose that it would ever be possible. Part of 
the genes which we — and here I am speaking 
of Europeans — have inherited dispose us to 
be sympathetic to those with disabilities and 
to alleviate their suffering as much as we can. 
Miss Kenny states that if one believes in the 
survival of the fittest it is easy to decide that 
those who are unfit — the handicapped, etc. 
—shouldnot survive. This is nonsense. There 
is a world of difference between recognising 
that unfit people, in the rough and tumble of 
this world, have a lesser chance of survival 
than fit ones — and taking deliberate steps to 
ensure that they will not survive, e.g. by 
killing them. That is an instance of the 
dishonest liberal trick of trying to discredit an 
unwelcome argument by caricaturing it. It just 
is not good enough as a refutation of Darwin, 
reeking of silly emotion rather than cool 
reasoning. 


Road to nowhere 

Professor Dawkins says that we should 
fight against the forces which led to our coming 
into existence. The end of that road is a society 
in which there is no hardship, no struggle, no 
competition, no reward for talent and effort 
and in which the feeble and incapable breed as 
profusely as the strong and the skilled. The 
Professor ought to be pretty pleased at the way 
things are going right now in Britain because 
that is precisely the kind of society that is 
shaping up here. We can see the results 
everywhere in a lowering of standards, net 
Just in what we are able to achieve as a nation, 
but in the very types of people we are 
producing. 


ae ae a ee 


GIANT DESPAIR 
Having lived in Toxteth for a number of years 
and having had much experience of criminal 


families, can I suggest that David Farrington’s 


research proposes impractical solutions (CAM, 


Easter). Providing extra cash for these families 
simply stokes up their bad habits rather than 
alleviating any poverty. Nursery education is - 


already available, but its influence is negligible. 
Any employment opportunities are scorned in 
preference to a leisurely life of benefits plus — 
crime, whatever the risks. Prison seems to have 


minimal impact in changing long-term behaviour. 


Inner-city crime and drug abuse are 


entrenched and rampant. The only policies I 
believe could sensibly change the picture are 
forced adoption or sterilisation. Neither is likely 
’ to happen, so pessimism is the order of the day. 


Paul Rimmer 
. (Churchill 1981) 
z. DSR eet 


According to Mary Kenny: “It might even be 
said that what Freud was to the 1930s and 
40s, existentialism to the 1940s and 50s, 
and socialism and feminism to the 1960s 
and 70s, the new Darwinism is to now.” 
Above, letter printed in the Michaelmas 
term, 1996, edition of the Cambridge 
University Alumini magazine CAM. Such 
ideas would have.been unthinkable, not to 
mention unprintable, in intellectual circles 
only a few years ago. 


Social Darwinism has of course for some 
time been in favour in some Tory circles and 
might be considered as part of the ideological 
essence of Thatcherism. The theory is that the 
more the state steps back and allows the forces 
of private selfishness and greed to battle it out 
the more we will see an improvement in 
society through the coming to the top of the 

_most able people, companies, institutions, 
ideas and so on. 

Of course it has not happened; while it is 
true that in that environment we have seen 
many of the weaker go to the wall, it remains 
a fact that the nation as a whole has not 
benefited from the process. 

The great flaw in Social Darwinism is that, 
while it supports the law of the survival of the 
fittest within a given society, country, nation; 
race, tribal group, it fails to recognise that 
that law operates even more importantly on a 
universal level — governing the interaction 
between different societies, countries, nations, 
races, tribal groups. And if a -particular 
nation or race wishes to survive at this level 
— the level of world competition and struggle . 
— it must possess internal cohesion. And if it 
is to possess that internal cohesion, there 
must be some modification of Darwinist rules 
as they affect the behaviour of one section of 
that society towards another, of one individual 
towards another. That societies have 


Cont. overleaf 
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recognised this across the ages is what has 
provided the foundation of what we call 
morality. 

This, and the gene referred to earlier which 
makes most of us capable of kindness and 
sympathy — indeed which makes most of us 
incapable of not feeling and practising kindness 
and sympathy, is what makes it unacceptable 
for the law of the survival of the fittest to 
operate at the level of the mugger and the old 
lady. However, just supposing that when that 
encounter occurs there is not a policeman or 
some other public-spirited citizen present to 
stop the crime, it wil] happen — whether we 
like it or not. This means, very simply, that 
while strength and fitness are not themselves 
self-justifying virtues it is nevertheless better 
to be strong rather than weak, fit rather than 
unfit. Wherever possible, the weak in society 
— presuming that their weakness is not their 
own fault — should be protected. But it 
remains a fact that they cannot always be 
protected. And with certain categories of 
weak people — junkies, addictive gamblers, 
the lazy, the feckless and those who catch 
AIDS in the course of sexual perversion or 
promiscuity — there is a good case for saying 
that they should not be protected. 

I have said that a nation, race, society must, 
if it is to survive in competition with others, 
have internal cohesion. But it must also have 
capability and vigour. Between the forces 
necessary to achieve each of these things there 
is always the potential for conflict. If in 
pursuit of cohesion we reduce internal 
competition and make life too easy for 
everyone, the outcome will be a lack of 
capability and vigour. If in pursuit of national 
capability and vigour we allow social and 
economic anarchy to prevail, in the belief that 
the best will rise to the top, we will create an 
embittered society of mutually hostile groups 
and thus lack national cohesion. 

Political wisdom consists of the ability to 
strike the right balance between these two 
requirements: enough competition to 
encourage the best and fittest to be successful 
and have power and influence, and enough 
social concern and compassion to avoid national 
disunity. In Britain in modern times no 
mainstream political party has shown this 
wisdom, and this is why we are in deep 
trouble. 


The selfish gene 


This is a good point at which to return to the 
theme of egotism and altruism, supposed 
opposites but in fact things which, at a certain 
level, become complementary. If we repudiate 
liberal claims to disintersted service to 
‘humanity’ and accept that for every human 
action, good or bad, there is an egotistical 
motive — the selfish gene, as Dawkins has 
described it — we will, it is hoped, recognise 
that it is all for the better that selfish acts 
correspond as closely as possible with those 
that result in the greatest public benefit. 
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In a healthily constituted society, in which 
those values most strongly conducive to 
national welfare are‘the accepted ones — at 
the top as much as at the bottom rungs of the 
social ladder — the prevailing ethos will be 
patriotism. To be seen acting patriotically 
will therefore be the best recipe for social 
approval. It was always so in Britain’s best 
ages: a soldier in wartime would risk his life 
for his country, not only because it was the 
right and honourable thing to do, but because 
the need to appear as right and honourable in 
the eyes of his compatriots, most of all of his 
comrades in arms and in danger, was what the 
ego dictated. 

Conversely, to commit an act of cowardice 
in war was not only wrong and dishonourable 
but ran counter to all the promptings of 
concern for self: it would invite the contempt 
of one’s fellows and also, even more 
importantly, self-contempt for one’s 
remaining life. That is exactly the thought of 
the mother as she decides to drown in order 
that her child may live; any alternative course 
is unthinkable if she is to be at ease with her 
Own conscience. 

In our society of today in Britain, however, 
the very opposite considerations operate at 
many times and at many levels. Patriotism is 
not in fashion, while political correctness 
very much is so. An artist, writer, journalist, 
actor, public entertainer, academic, 
businessman or politician who wishes to bask 
in the sunlight of public approval and further 
his career knows that he must always be seen 
doing and saying the things that are ‘liberal’ 
— or at the very least not seen doing and 
saying things that are i/liberal. The selfish 
gene dictates a liberal attitude, or at least the 
appearance of one, while the altruistic gene 
may dicate quite the opposite. There is a 
conflict between egotism and altruism, and 
egotism wins — except in those rare 
circumstances where the right action happens 
also to be the one which will win approval in 
those circles in which, to the doer, approval 
matters most. 
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Professor Dawkins has told us that, while he 
dislikes the operation of Darwinian principles 
in a society, they remain irrefutably true as an 
explanation of world history and how we came 
to be what we are. I would say that this kind of 
dislike of what are, incontestably, the laws of 
nature is about as sensible as disliking it when 
it rains. We would rather have sunshine than 
rain but we know that rain is essential to the 
continuance of all kinds of life, including 
human life. A moral philosophy constructed 
on a supposition that we must fight the laws of 
nature because they are sometimes unpleasant 
for us, that we must fight the very forces that 
have crated ourrace, nationhood and civisation, 
is a philosophy that can only lead to our own 
extinction. . 

And that, of course, will be just one more 
example of Darwinism in operation. 


Christianity and Natural Selection 


Before our postbag is flooded with angry 
letters from Christian readers, let it be 
made clear that this article is not arguing 
in favour of the Darwinist theory of the 
origins of life — which of course is in 
direct conflict with the Christian idea of 
Genesis. The writer personally makes it a 
policy to steer clear of that argument 
because he feels that neither side to it can 
be absolutely proven. Refutation of the 
Darwinian theory of the descent of humans 
from matter does not invalidate the theory 
of natural selection through the prevalence 
of stronger over weaker life-forms. The 
purpose of this article is to look into both 
the virtues and the limitations of this 
theory, which the writer believes is broadly 
true and right but which at times cannot be 
made the basis for all human decisions. 
This is not an argument against 
Christianity per se; it is an argument 
against modern liberalist Christianity, 
which deems natural selection immoral and 
asserts equality and equal ‘rights’ for all 
humans. 


WANTED: 
Exchange accommodation, short period, for 
Australian nationalist. Contact before April: 
PO Box 109, Chirn Park, Gold Coast 4215, 
Australia. Or phone 0061 755320301. 
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The wealth consumed by the parasitic 
underclass (above) comes mainly from the 
sweat of ordinary working people 
(below).The problem grows worse every 
generation. This is the real ‘big issue.’ 


The ‘underclass’ 


product of genetic decline 


“THERE is nomore serious problem facing 
Britain and other economically developed 
countries than the growth of the underclass. 

“The underclass consists of those who 
choose not to work and would rather live on 
social security benefits, topped up by the 
proceeds of crime. Its size has roughly doubled 
in Britain and other Western countries over 
the past 30 years.” 

These are the uncompromising words of 
leading psychologist Richard Lynn, Professor 
Emeritus at the University of Ulster. 

Prof. Lynn is another of the growing 
number of scientists whose academic work is 
providing the intellectual basis for the future 
victory of racial nationalism, by destroying 
the old shibboleths of enviromental 
determinism and human equality. In his new 
book Dysgenics (Praeger, 1997, £ 40), he 
discusses the extent to which the underclass, 
although partly the result of social 
disintegration, is also a genetic problem:- 

“This has been shown in studies of 
adopted children, who show closer 
resemblance to their biological parents in 
respect of intelligence and moral character 


FREEDOM VIDEOS 
For your copy of our latest catalogue of 
nationalist, revisionist and music videos (VHS) 


send two first-class stamps to: Freedom 


Videos, Box 1, 


Hants, GU33 7DD. 


Forest House, Liss Forest, 


than they do their adoptive 
parents. The children of 
criminals, even when 
adopted into law-abiding 
homes, have a higher than 
average tendency to be 
criminals themselves, 
while the adopted children 
of professional people 
typically have high int- 
elligence. 

“These research 
findings have been con- 
firmed by studies of 
identical twins separated at 
birth and brought up in 
different families. These 
twins turn out to be 
remarkably similar in 
intelligence and moral 
character, showing that 
genetic factors are imp- 
ortant in these two qualities. 

“The conclusion that 
low intelligence and weak 
moral character are trans- 
mitted genetically in under- 
Class families is established 
beyond dispute.” 

In the past, Professor 
Lynn has gone so far as to 
point out that the same 
studies show a clear link between race and 
intelligence, but in the advance publicity for 
his new book he avoided mention of this still- 
taboo subject. 

He is clearly correct in ascribing the growth 
of the underclass to the dysgenic effects of 


several generations of indiscriminate welfare 
and a low birthrate among the more intelligent 
sections of the population. But, while his 
coyness on the question of race is under- 
standable, it is equally certain that a very 
significant part of ‘our’ burgeoning underclass 
is imported, as are many of the low-life drug 
dealers who both form, prey on and help to 
create, the Jumpenproletariat. 

Not surprisingly, Tory newspapers such as 
the Daily Mail, which gave over nearly a 
whole page to Professor Lynn’s views on 
23rd December, have also kept quiet about 
this side of the problem, preferring instead to 
encourage the old British disease of snobbery, 
virtually treating the word ‘underclass’ as 
synonymous with ‘working class’. 


Divisive and unjust 


This is divisive, inaccurate and unjust, 
particularly as ordinary working people pay 
a disproportionate amount of the taxes which 
keep the parasitic underclass in Giros. 

In spite of snobbery, British society has 
generally been relatively open and mobile, 
particularly while the grammar school system 
made yood quality, free education available 
to all bright children, regardless of the 
economic position of their parents. Many of 
the most important contributions to the great 
story of Britain have been made by men and 
women from the working class. Under a 
nationalist system — a meritocracy based on 
blood and honour, rather than a plutocracy 
based on gold and bought honours — this 
phenomenon will be even more common. 

In the meantime, it is decent working class 
communities, already under threat from the 
systematic destruction of British industry, 
which suffer more than anyone at the thieving, 
destructive hands of the underclass. Tory 
columnists such as Bruce Anderson, writing 
in the Spectator, might warn that: “We have 
expansively constructed slums full of layabouts 
and sluts whose progeny are two-legged 
beasts,” but they-do not have to live cheek-by- 
jowl with them. 

Still, the very fact that the issue is being 
discussed seriously at all is a sign that 
change is coming at last. For the intellectual 
war being waged — and won — by socio- 
biologists, psychologists and geneticists is 
preparing the ground for the ideological 
hegemony of racial nationalism, and thus 
for the extinction of egalitarian materialism, 
together with the political system it has 
spawned. Only then can we begin the long 
process of restoring a healthy genetic 
balance in our population, returning our 
race to the upward path. 


NICK GRIFFIN 
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elling the party 


HOW is it that people who couldn’t run a 
whelk stall think that they can run the 
country? In the competitive business world, 
effective marketing is a matter of survival, 
so businessmen are light years ahead of 
politicians when it comes to selling their 
services. 

This is mainly because the businessman 
(and -woman) faces enormous competition. 
Not so the politician, who has only one main 
competitor and a few small ones. Absence of 
competition brings mismanagement, compl- 
acency, corruption, over-manning and a 
cavalier attitude when spending other people’s 
money. This applies equally to dictatorships, 
fat cat monopolies, local government 
departments, quangos and politics. Eurocrats, 
Conservative mandarins and champagne 
socialists alike all love a dictatorship — as 
long as it’s their own! 

In real life, as soon as'‘a monopoly is opened 
to competition it is forced to become more 
efficient. It sheds excess workers and managers, 
and produces more for less. Each worker 
becomes important, is accountable and stands 
a better chance of receiving what he or she is 
really worth. The tough world of business has 
no room for passengers, and commercial 
marketing techniques are therefore honed to a 
fine art. 

By using these techniques, any political party 
or pressure group can punch above its weight. 
And why not? Why should the selling of an 
ideal be any different from the selling of any 
other service? Organisations such as Shelter, 
Oxfam, Save the Children and Greenpeace are 
al] adept at marketing and, as a consequence, 
have become among the world’s wealthiest 
and most influential pressure groups. 


The need for good marketing 


Half-a-million new businesses start up each 
year. They are entering a market saturated not 
only by direct competition, but by competing 
interests. The cinema owner competes not 
only against other cinemas, but against 
hundreds of pubs, home entertainments, sports 
and hobbies. The restauranteur faces a 
formidable array of other restaurants and other 
night-life attractions, plus, all through the 
autumn, family decisions as to whether to go 
out for the evening or to put the money towards 
Christmas presents. And so it is with every 
business — the butcher, the baker, the 
candlestick maker. Charities too face intense 
competition. Could you imagine any of these 
operations succeeding if they sold themselves 
as politicians do? 

Imagine that three politicians form an office 
supply company called BOSS Ltd. (Best Office 
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Service & Supplies). One, a social worker, is 
put in charge of computer repairs, the teacher 
is appointed sales director, and the transport 
manager can’t even ride a bike. In a few 
months there will be a management reshuffle 
and they will allswap positions. They advertise 
BOSS Ltd. by telling bare-faced lies, claiming 
to service machines of which they know 
nothing. They exaggerate their expertise, take 
deposits and only deliver half the goods 
promised, advertise credit rates which they 
then hike, and sell worthless warranties. Their 
sales pitch is limited to telling the prospective 
customer what dirty rats run their rival 
company. In spite of this superficial hostility, 
they fix prices between themselves and 
conspire to deny the public any choice on 
certain key products. They never show the 
slightest interest in what the customer wants, 
have no experience of his difficulties, turn a 
deaf ear to his comments, and persist in selling 


MICHAEL WALSH 
urges us to learn 
from the experts 


him what they think he needs. They have an 
unbroken record of failed promises, but sell on 
the pretence that this time they will finally get 
it right. 

A ludicrous scenario, but isn’t this the way 
our country isrun? Why do people put up with 
it? Because the alternative supplier is just as 
bad. It’s called Hobson’s choice, but it doesn’t 
have to be. Let’s look at ways in which some 
of the fundamental principles of modern 
business management and marketing can be 
applied —at local as well at national leadership 
level — to the vital task of building a viable 
and attractive nationalist alternative: 


PLAN AND SET TARGETS 


Even the most experienced captains never set 
sail without a chart. Set out a plan which 
focuses on your group’s objectives, how you 
intend to achieve them, and the parts to be 
played by your group’s members. Always set 
targets, and let everyone involved know what 
they are. 


DELEGATE 


Make it your business to know the strengths 
and weaknesses of your team members, so that 
each can work in an environment best suited to 
his or her ability. Invite members to identify 
practical ways in which they can help, work 


with each one to set them a personal objective, 
and then manage the process. Let managers 
manage, let doers do, but each according to 
their ability and the organisation’s needs. 


REWARD 


Everyone responds well to genuine appr- 
eciation. A ‘well done!’ said in the company of 
others works wonders. What about a small 
trophy for the ‘Member of the Month’, ‘Best 
Fund Raiser’ and so on? 

Politics can be fun. Book a pub recom to 
celebrate a success, to surprise or reward a 
strong team member. Use it as an opportunity 
to raise funds. 


SPECIALISE 


Having grasped the party’s main aims and 
tried out various different activities, conc- 
entrate on making the contribution to which 
you are best suited: If you are a teacher, then 
teach; if you are a natural organiser, organise; 
if you are physical, protect; if you have 
money, give; if articulate, then speak with 
eloquence, and if you write, then write with 
passion. 


LEARN FROM THE PROFESSIONALS 


To make their products more appealing, large 
companies spend millions of pounds on 
research. Copy the things they learn from this. 
If attractively-packaged products and well- 
dressed, courteous staff work for them, they 
will work for us too. 

Your local bookshop stocks many excellent 
books on marketing and sales techniques. Buy 
them and learn. Subjects will include insider 
tips on press releases and press relations, how 
to produce sales copy (leaflets), how to dress, 
how to communicate, how to close a deal... 
The thing to remember is that there really isn’t 
a difference in principle between selling a 
cable TV network and a political party. 

When you see business personalities on 
television, watch and learn. The Left, too, are 
often ahead of us in campaigning techniques. 
Forget their ideological drivel, but they do sell 
some excellent books and pamphlets on 
political organisation, fund-raising, entryism 
and propaganda techniques. Never be afraid 
to learn from our enemies — think how 
satisfying it will be when you turn their own 
techniques against them. 


TARGET 


Imagine you were to open a Jaguar franchise, 
would you target your sales message at a 
down-at-heel council estate? If you were a 
window cleaner, would you leaflet a block of 
high-rise flats? Of course not. There are three 


kinds of people in this world: Those who 
make things happen; those who watch 
- things happen, and those who neither know 
or care what is happening. Why try to 
influence the latter, except in areas where 
there is a genuine chance that they might be 
prepared to vote for us? This is why the Left, 
for all their egalitarian and pro-working class 
rhetoric, target schools, universities and 
teacher-training colleges, knowing that these 
are the well-springs that provide the nation 
with its future opinion-makers. Learn from 
them. Even though large-scale influence at 
some of these levels is beyond us at present, 
there are other avenues to explore, with the 
Internet providing an obviously golden 
opportunity at present. 


DON’T BE NEGATIVE 


Watch how commercial companies always 
sell positives. Instead of saying: “Look at 
what they’ve reduced us to: crime, drugs; 
immigration; the yob culture....” try instead: 
“Our aim is simple: We intend to provide 
immigrants with the opportunity to improve 
their lot in countries where they will be better 
appreciated.” This would make itmuch harder 
for the opposition to denounce us as ‘haters’, 
and might even win some immigrant votes. 

Instead of criticising feckless youth, try: 
“We feel terribly sorry for youngsters today. 
They have inherited an open-door country 
which denies their sense of belonging and 
identity; led by corrupt and incompetent 
politicians, theirs is a sleaze-bag materialistic 
society which offers few opportunities and no 
worthwhile challenges. Our aim is to give 
young people back a sense of pride, dignity 
and purpose.” Hearing it this way, positively 
and without criticism, a younger audience is 
much more likely to be on our side. 


WHAT?’S IN IT FOR ME? 


Give the customer what he or she wants. The 
customer is self-centred — this is natural and 
unchangeable. A customer (voter) doesn’t 
want to give — he wants to receive. He wants 
to know how he is going to benefit by 
supporting the BNP. If you fail to convince 
him, he keeps his money in his pocket. 
Wouldn’t you? 

Don’t simply campaign for votes just like 
the other parties. Turn your piece of the 
organisation — however small, or large — 
into atool delivering tangible help and support 
to the wider community. Let them see you 
turning ideas into good deeds. Let them see 
action as well as fine words. 

Assure the voter that he and his family are 
going to be safe — physically, in terms of less 
crime, and culturally, in terms of race. He is 
going to feel better about his country (national 
pride), and feel better about himself 
(prosperity, job security and fair rewards for 
honest work. 

He want to know that you can be trusted to 
keep your promise, so you must find ways of 
showing him results. You could say, for 


M a-ee erin? 


instance, that if he donates a tenner then you 
will personally leaflet any area ofhis choosing. 
This is a tangible proof of one’s commitment. 
Think about it and build on it. 


NEVER TELL LIES 


If your product is worth something you don’t 
have to lie. Tell a lie or waffle and you destroy 
your credibility. If asked a question you can’t 
anwser, it is far better to say that you don’t 
know, but that you will find out. Your honesty 
will be favourably compared with the usual 
slippery wrigglings of old party spokesmen. 


DON’T DUCK 


Never ignore a problem. It is far better to face 
up to it and resolve it. 


BE POSITIVE 


You don’t get more than a certain percentage 
of votes by telling people how bad things are; 
you get real votes and real enthusiasm by 
telling people how good things will be. Travel 
agents don’t sell holidays in Spain with pictures 
of grey, damp Britain; they show pictures of 
sunny beaches. Get the point? 

When it comes to motivating people, 
remember that they always respond better to 
praise than they do to fear, carping and criticism. 


KISS 


Meaning KEEP IT SIMPLE, STUPID! Don’t 
be long-winded. Take note of the advertising 
maxim: ‘Sell the sizzle, not the sausage.’ Avoid 
jargon and sloganising. 


LOOK CHEERFUL 


No salesman would be successful if he slunk 
into the prospect’s office telling him how bad 
things were. Think of people as mirrors: Ifyou 
scowl, they scowl. When you smile, they smile. 
Optimism is infectious — and attractive. 


DRESS TO IMPRESS 


Politics — the wise management of the affairs 
of your community, or your nation, is the most 
responsible task you could ever ask for. And, 
like it or not, people are strongly influenced by 
first impressions, and by what you wear. So 
why dress like ascrapyard worker? Ifyou want 
to be taken seriously, then you must dress 
seriously. Ditto hair. 


INTEGRITY 


Never say that you can deliver something that 
you can’t. Talk instead of what you hope to 
achieve and how you aim to achieve it. Political 
sophistry doesn’t stand a chance against 
sincerity, and there’s no one more sincere than 
you. 


NETWORK 


You are known by the company you keep. 
Recruit the image that you wish to project. If 
you wish to represent all social and age groups, 
then recruit from each, but send them back as 
disciples to influence and recruit others from 
within. Be friendly with those who are not 


Be positive! A nationalist given the job of 
selling soap would probably use a picture of 
a grubby old tramp as an illustration of the 
sort of person who needs the product. 
Professional advertisers use beautiful 
models, who clearly don’t need the soap at 
all. Such positive imagery attracts 
customers; they buy the /dea/, not the 
reality. Above, Laura Bailey. 


prepared to become politically involved, they 


may still be willing to help you on a personal, 
and there’s always the chance that something 
will make them change their minds. 


BE A DEMOCRAT 


Know the true meaning of the term. Door- 
knock the community to ask for their priorities 
and then campaign on them. It is called giving 
power back to the people — ifthey’d had it for 
the past fifty years the country wouldn’t be in 
the sorry state it’s innow. Nobody else will do 
this, so why don’t we? You have nothing to be 
afraid of because, unlike the competition, you 
are the people. 


WHOM DO YOU REALLY SERVE? 
Why do political parties sell political parties? 
People don’t buy parties, they buy better 
communities. Don’t forget that the party is 
merely the means to an end. You do not serve 
the party; you use it to serve the community. 
The votes will follow. 


GET YOUR PRICING RIGHT 


If you drop the price of Jaguars to Lada levels, 
everyone will get one — then no one will want 
one. Your membership subscription and the 
behaviour and attitudes you accept from your 
people at local level show the value you place 
on yourself. 

If your group is difficult to join, even 
expensive, it will be exclusive, and you will 
keep the riff-raff out. You will give a sense of 
pride and purpose to those who do value their 
membership. Get the balance right. Value and 
commitment are the key words. Provide quality 
and status and cost doesn’t even come into it. 

I was going to close by saying ‘good luck’, 
but if you practise what I’ve preached you 
won’t need it. Enjoy your success! 
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PROMI 6 S 


The second best party in Britain? 


IT is a damp night, yet there is a steady 
stream of people entering the Royal Bath 
Hotel in Bournemouth. We surrender our 
invitation cards to two ladies at a desk in 
the foyer, and pass into the hall. 

The audience varies from suits to middle- 
age scruff, the suits (and feminine equivalent) 
dominating; everyone very reserved, very 
polite; all typically British middle-class, aged 
from twenties to eighties, most in their fifties 
and sixties. No aliens. 

A group of three worried-looking gentlemen 
at the far end of the front row, who have been 
conferring anxiously, disappears. A live band 
strikes up ‘Land of Hope and Glory’ and is 
applauded heartily. 

Posher people arrive to occupy the reserved 
seats at the front, one lady with what appear 
to be two ginger kittens’ tails where others 
would have a brooch. Six minutes late, four 
men stroll on to the platform. We begin. 

A brief, audible, but almost entirely 
incomprehensible speech; only a few phrases 
come over: apology for sub-standard voice, 
‘Land of Hope and Glory’, ‘Mr. Booker’, 
‘our politicians’. Audience polite and as 
attentive as possible. 

Younger man takes over; nearly as bad. 
The band strikes up a most vulgar little tune, 
“blotting out what he says, although he tries 
desperately to make himself heard. He has to 
compete with the band to announce a list of 
candidates, who climb on to the stage and 
form a row at the back. The unlucky last 
young man has to make his ascent in dead and 
embarrassing silence, for, mercifully, the 
band has stopped playing. Then, in the 
continued silence, the candidates file off the 
platform, leaving five gentlemen seated, each 
behind a glass of water. 

Sensibly, the Chairman eschews the 
microphone, making himself heard by 
projecting his voice and using clear diction. 
He briefly says a few derogatory things about 
the E.M.U. and introduces the guest speaker. 

This is Christopher Booker, a journalist 
who writes for the Sunday Telegraph. | itch 
to take a pair of scissors to his more than 
shoulder-length greying hair. 


Discourteous 


The other occupants of the platform should 
refrain from showing each other documents 
so openly while Mr. Booker is speaking, and 
we could do without the amateur waiter who 
scurries up with three more glasses of water 
— making eight glasses for five people. 

Mr. Booker is not disturbed. He is at a 
pulpit affair at the far end of the platform, 
with his own slim and separate microphone. 
In fact, he is in a world of his own. He speaks 
too fast. He is too bound by his notes, and 
when he looks down at them his voice fades. 
The member at my end of the platform must 
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be bored: he reads a document, then appears 
to go to sleep. 

Why doesn’t Mr. Booker look at his 
audience? Are we, in this three-quarters of 
the hall, so ugly or uncouth? And why does 
he transfer his gaze from his notes to the rear 
of the hall and back again, missing the 
intervening people? The member at my end 
has woken up, and he doesn’t look too happy 
about it. Some of the more elderly in the 
audience look as if they can’t understand 
what Mr. Booker is saying. I am not surprised. 
No applause, no ‘hear hears’. 

Now he is dropping his voice even when 
not referring to his notes, and this for his most 
important points. He searches for, and finds, 
a newspaper. Finally, he gets some response 
from the audience: a laugh when he reads out 
all the times when Britain has said ‘no’ to 
EEC proposals; applause when he states 


(wrongly) that there is only one party that. 


wants Britain out of Europe. 


He ends thus: “I am afraid that our: 


politicians are betraying us.” Why is he 
afraid? And hands us over to Nigel Farage. 

Mr. Booker is no doubt a very capable 
journalist, but he is not (yet) a very capable 
speaker. He is too long, too fast, too careless 


Spearhead’s special 
correspondent goes 
to a U.K.I.P. rally. 


about projecting his voice. Mr. Farage, who 
is none other than the bored gentleman at my 
end of the platform, proves to be different 
altogether. He moves to the vacated pulpit 
and speaks very well indeed (so it wasn’t the 
fault of the microphone, as I had thought). 

He rarely glances at his notes; uses a good 
smile only sparingly; takes a drink only 
during prolonged applause; looks at all his 
audience, and earns strong applause with 
well-picked and-delivered phrases such as 
‘Get Britain Out!’ 

Mr. Farage also manages to ignore the 
disconcerting things happening around him: 
A scruffy individual elaborately erects a 
tripod within two feet of him, and proceeds 
to heave a video camera on it; alters the 
position of the tripod and camera to take the 
occupants of the platform; swings the camera 
about to take the audience; dismantles 
everything, and marches off down the hall. 

The Chairman suddenly realises that the 
speaker has no water. He acts out a charade 
with a youthful member to take a glass of 
water to the speaker, which the youthful 
member duly does — it is not his fault that he 
is the tallest person there, and therefore 
painfully visible in all his actions. 


Meanwhile, the flow of clear, articulate 
speech goes on, with telling phrases powerfully 
delivered. Bluntness about Edward Heath; 
forthright denunciation of the EEC; scorn for 
those who fear withdrawal from Europe, with 
arguments backed up by statistics, dates and 
facts. 

By far the greatest applause comes when he 
advocates renewing our friendship and trade 
with Australia and New Zealand, “whom we 
have stabbed in the back.” He ends: “Take up 
your pitchfork and join the Peasants’ Revolt!” 
and resumes his seat to rapturous applause. 


Enthusiasm 


The Chairman then makes the equally well- 
received announcement that Mr. Farage will 
be contesting Edward Heath’s seat in the 
forthcoming election, points out the need for 
funds and announces an interval. The band © 
strikes up ‘Rule Britainnia’, to great 
enthusiasm from the audience. 

The second half of the evening was to be for 
questions from the floor, for which I did not 
stay. I had come expecting a handful of 
enthusiasts. I found a hall filled almost to 
capacity with some four hundred polite, 
middle-class men and women, who have at 
last woken up to the disastrous situation 
facing our nation. 

The U.K. Independence Party is good. I 
can agree with ninety per cent of what it says. 
But there are two major drawbacks. | 

First, in the mini-manifesto, there is the 
compulsory mantra concerning race. One can 
understand — you have to utter this mantra in 
order to be allowed to hold public meetings 
and to get favourable mentions in the press. 
Plus, on a personal level, some of U.K.I.P.’s 
leading officials are married to non-whites, 
with a strong Asiatic connection partly 
accounting for their suicidal enthusiasm for 
‘free trade’ with the Pacific Rim. Allied to 
this is their declaration that they are “not 
Nationalists.” In that case, what are they? 
Everything that was said at this meeting 
shouts that they are Nationalists. (Nothing 
was said about race). 

Second, there is a lack of answers to the 
question ‘how?’ Improve education. Good, 
but how? Renew our ties with Australia and 
New Zealand. Also good, but how? Tougher 
laws against crime, and more sympathy with 
the victim than with the criminal. Excellent, 
but what laws? And side-by-side with this 
lack is the even more damning avoidance of 
discussion of the enormous social problems in 
our land: immigration; the disintegration of 
the family, and the promotion of perversion. 

So, while the U.K. Independence Party 
is vastly preferable to all other parties that 
I have encountered, there is one vital 
exception: the best political party in Britain 
today — the British National Party. 


IAN BUCKLEY takes a personal look at 


GLOBAL (DIS)INTEGRATION 
AND INTERNATIONALISM 


THE topic of Britain’s economic decline has always 
obsessed me. After all, it’s been the eternal shadow in 
my background: all the time | was growing up, going to 
school and university, the nation was decaying. 

The subject of race interested me less, until very recently. 
The white race has, of course, been the overwhelming 
contributor to higher civilisation. But other races have 
produced simpler regional and tribal cultures, most of which 
are vastly preferable to the non-civilisation of sleazy 
consumer capitalism. So this isn’t a question of hate, it's 
~ just that the future survival of our race, nation and culture 
depends on a rational discussion of race and immigration. 

What passes for economic and multi-racial policies are 
decided by an alliance of small and shadowy cliques. This 
point has been well-made in Denis McCormack’s study of 
the dynamics of the Asianisation of Australia, reviewed in 
last month’s Spearhead. This is a worldwide trend. 
‘Globalisation’ is a vogue word in the media, but what it 
really means is that a tiny moneyed minority has the 
absolute power to shift capital and people to wherever the 
combination will make the biggest and quickest profit. 

Britain most certainly has not escaped this process. Not 
only have huge sums from the City of London financed 
much of the industrial development in Asia 
which is now cutting the throat of our own 
manufacturing industry, but capitalist 
interests have also played a major role in the 
imposition of the ‘multi-racial experiment’. As 
Robert Skidelsky noted in his biography of 
Sir Oswald Mosley:- 

“The pro-immigration lobby united 
economic liberals inside and outside the 
Government who regarded national 
frontiers as archaic obstacles to the 
brotherhood of man.” 

And, of course, to the maximisation of 
profit. When | hear phrases like ‘the 
brotherhood of man’, | reach for my wallet 
and check it’s still there. 

The idealistic liberal-left are fooled every 
time by the money thugs. They acclaimed 
Nelson Mandela’s election, but very few 
have noted that South Africa’s previously 
strict exchange controls are being quietly 
dismantled. While they chatter of ‘freedom’ 
and ‘equality’, what matters in the real world is some 
bankster's percentage. 

But for all the guillibility of many ‘intellectuals’, there are 
still many people who understand that something is amiss. 
Not long ago, | overheard these words of wisdom from one 
old lady to another: “She’s been in Australia for 30 years 
and talked to me on the phone about coming back. But I’m 
not sure she'd like to — it’s not the same country, is it?” 

Indeed it is not! And the planned change isn't over yet. 
The imposition of the global market means that Britain 
could change into India. Nothing is static, and Britain may 
well finda role in the global empire of usury as a nuclear 
dustbin or as a cheap labour colony. The USA and Europe 


may have performed better than Britain in economic terms, 
but the demographic trends are the same, or even worse 
in the case of countries such as Germany. The figures and 
the facts point to a racially-mixed semi-slave global 
economy within fifty years. 

On which very point, consider Dave Hill's remarkable 
article in The Observer of 25th August, 1996, entitled: ‘The 
blacks who agree with Enoch Powell’:- 

“Last December, Bernie Grant approached Home 
Secretary Michael Howard with a proposal (later debated in 
the Commons) for voluntary resettlement, whereby the 
Government would give financial support to anyone making 
the move to the Caribbean country from which they originated 
or are descended. The rationale was blunt: if Britain hasn’t 
made them welcome, why shouldn't it help them to start a 
happier life elsewhere? The subsequent statement from the 
Home Office contained a commitment to tackling racial 
discrimination, itself a measure of the degree to which voicing 
statements to the contrary has ceased to be respectable. 
Indeed, the statement insisted that Howard positively 
wanted ‘our ethnic minorities to stay in Britain’ (my 
emphasis). At the same time, Grant was curtly denounced by 
anti-racist groups and fellow Labour MP Paul Boateng. Yet 
Grant, not for the first time, could claim to be speaking for a 
section of black opinion that would not 
otherwise be heard.” 

Note that Howard/Hecht insists that 
immigrants must stay even though they 
want to go. 

"Twas always thus. In the early 1950s it 
was deliberately applied economic pressure 
which forced West Indians to come here. 
The British Government encouraged 
Jamaica to concentrate on export crops 
rather than producing for home 
consumption. Then Britain suddenly shifted 
to importing sugar from Cuba instead of 
Jamaica, throwing the island’s economy into 
chaos. In consequence, plenty of West 
Indians found themselves in poverty, with 
their pockets empty... except for a British 
passport. So they were ripe for exploitation 
by capitalist interests, first as cheap labour, 
later as forced participants in a sinister 
scheme of racial and social engineering. 

Let Mr. Hill continue with the words of 
Winston Dyer, who came here 45 years go from Jamaica 
and returned home at the beginning of last September, one 
of an increasing number using the services of men such as 
Mark Lobban (pictured above) who runs a thriving business 
helping ‘returnees’ go back to their home islands. Said Mr. 
Dyer as he prepared to leave Britain:- 

“I’m disappointed... I've done all | could to try to make life 
work, but it’s been a struggle. I’ve made what preparations | 
could for the future, savings and pensions, but I’ve ended up 
having to cash them all in. The tax man comes after you, or 
something. The small man suffers more than the big man. 
Your dreams are broken.” 


You were duped, Mr. Dyer. We all were. 
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9 i fv a os a ma 


“A battle for hearts 
and minds” 


“The BNP won a council seat in the Isle of 
Dogs.... It also secured over 30 per cent of 
the vote in other wards and came withina 
whisker of Labour in a ward in Newham. 
This, remember, is working class people 
voting far-right with the most right-wing 
party since the war in power. The support 
for the BNP was not, of course, directed 
against the Tories but in protest against 
Labour in local government. How much 
more resonant the BNP message when 
Labour is running the country, as well as 
the local council, can well be imagined.” 

Thus the Spring 1997 issue of Anti-Fascist 
Action’s Red Action newspaper, echoing 
and elaborating on similar concerns 
expressed by their Zionist allies at the Jewish 
Chronicle and their free trade capitalist allies 
at The Observer. The Red Action editorial 


partly by the way in which the last five years 
have seen the BNP move to a new stage in its 
growth. This is a step beyond the 1980s tactics 
of confrontation and provocation, which were 
necessary to establish the party name and to 
recruit a sufficiently large hardcore to be in a 
position to take up more in-depth political work, 
but which also provided easy targets for violent 
opponents. Listen again to Red Action:- 

“The Isle of Dogs experiment of 1993 saw 
the BNP, in their own words, ‘actively going 
into a working class community and talking to 
people, listening to what they had to say, 
articulating their problems and identifying 
solutions.’ ' 

“No longer a battle for control of the streets, 
but a battle for hearts and minds. 

“Effectively the arena had switched from 
the streets to working-class doorsteps. And 
AFA was hamstrung. The strategy of 


NICK GRIFFIN looks at worried 


Reds, and the road ahead 


goes on to bemoan the situation in France 
where anti-fascist magazines now admit that, 
in just ten short years — and mainly under a 
socialist government — the Front National 
has become “the largest working class party 
in France” and that “the fascists’ outrageous 
policies seem increasingly banal, even 
legitimised. They are present on school 
governors committees, they have proposals 
about the municipal budget... everywhere 
you turn you see them.” 

Furthermore, fret the uneasy comrades:- 

“We need to recognise that, through- 
out Europe, the old, conservative Left is in 
meltdown. And that following a Labour 
victory the British Left, already displaying 
the symptoms, will prove equally 
vulnerable. They are not qualititively 
different from their continental counter- 
parts, and their demise will have similar 
implications for all those left stanaing. 

“In many European countries the far- 
right have already won the battle for the 
hearts and minds among whole swathes of 
the working class hands down. We can 
prevent the same thing happening here 
only by attempting to put the whole process 
into reverse.” . 

What are they so scared of? Partly of the 
way in which external circumstances are 
combining to present us with unprecedented 
opportunities for nationalist advance, and 
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confrontation that had been so devastating 
against the old BNP way of doing things proved 
impotent against the new. If indeed the new 
politics means success and the old failure, then 
AFA too must take this on board. Otherwise in 
ten years time it is us who may also share in the 
experience of seeing them at every turn.” 

In passing, it is worth noting that the strategy 
of confrontation was far from ‘devastating’ to 
the BNP. Not only did it serve to establish the 
BNP as the successor to the National Front in 
the minds of East Enders, but it was during the 
‘confrontational’ period of the party’s growth in 
London that it recruited some of the key figures 
in the Isle of Dogs ‘experiment’. 

But the important thing here is to home in on 
what the Left are frightened of now, to see what 
they plan to do about it, and to take this into 
account in making our own plans. 

The long and the short of it is that while AFA’s 
rivals in the Anti-Nazi League will no doubt 
continue to oppose the BNP by urging people to 
vote Labour, AFA, and a number of other 
groups who have formed the ‘Independent 
Working Class Association’, have concluded 
that the only way to stop radical nationalists 
from thrashing the Labour party in future local 
council elections is to offer a ‘socialist’ 
alternative to Blair and Co., possibly even 
fielding anti-Labour socialist candidates. In reply 
to the rhetorical question that such actions might 


‘let in the BNP’ the IWCA told Red Action 
this:- 
“Well, with the Tories discredited and 

‘socialists’ in government mounting attacks 
on the working class, the BNP anticipate 
with some confidence that it is they who will 
be cast in the role of the natural opposition. 
In addition, if the IWCA is effective against 
Labour, then it will be equally effective 
against the BNP. If it splits the Labour vote 
then it will have the same potential to split 
the BNP vote.” 

Our first reaction to this, naturally enough, is 
likely to be glee at the thought ofa significant 
part of the Marxist movement in Britain turning 
its back on Trotsky’s United Front policy and 
returning to the Stalinist policy of declaring 
Social Democracy to be a bigger enemy than 
‘fascism’ —precisely the blunder which made 
it possible for the National Socialists to save 
Germany from a Communist takeover. 

More careful consideration of the circ- 
umstances, however, should make us more 
wary of this development. For, unlike in 
Weimar Germany,the scope for any significant 
level of support for a Marxist alternative to the 
social democratic Left is extremely limited. 
Thus, in national electoral terms, the IWCA — 
even if it had a snappier name — is doomed to’ 
remain utterly irrelevant. However, this does 
not mean that their intervention would not 
have the impact they anticipate in a few- 
extremely deprived and neglected working 
class areas, particularly in places like the East 
End of London, where the past strength of the 
Communist Party at the polls and in the docks 
means that there is aresidual amount of political 
radicalism — radicalism which an effective 
nationalist campaign can quite realistically 
hope to mobilise, but which could be denied to 
us by such competition. 


Serious contender 


Although there are only a few areas where 
this is likely to be true, they just happen to be 
the very places where we hope and need to 
make a real impact in the council elections of 
1998, since a good showing there will provide 
the vital credibility needed to make the next 
big advance towards being a serious contender 
for national power. 

Hence, while it is all very heartening to have 
our potential confirmed by the fears ofsome of 
our most bitter opponents, we can’t rest on our 
laurels. Quite apart from organising to defend 
our candidates and canvassers from their 
continued cowardly mob attacks, we are also 


going to have to fight these people for the 
hearts and minds of a betrayed and angry 
working class electorate. What will this entail? 

Unfortunately for us, AFA recognise that 
the usual Red answer to ‘racism and fascism’ 
— seeking to recruit ethnic minorities and 
perverts, and to make ordinary people feel 
sorry for them — is electoral suicide in white 
working class areas with day-to-day experience 
of the wonders of multi-racialism and 
politically correct local government. 
Accordingly, they openly talk of the need to 
play down such sympathies, even though they 
are an integral part of their whole ideology. 
Still, that needn’t stop us hitting every area 
with a warm-up ‘attack’ leaflet explaining 
how these ‘Student Gwant’ types support 
council moves to make white people second- 
class citizens, how they support queers, and 
how they ‘unconditionally’ support the IRA. 


National unity, social justice 


But ‘attack’ politics, even though true, won't 
be enough. To acknowledge that the present 
system has left millions of our fellow Britons 
in squalor, poverty and hopelessness is not to 
take up divisive class politics, but to state a 
fact. This is a situation which must fill every 
true nationalist with a burning desire for 
change. Unlike that ofthe Reds, our motivation 
is the demand for justice and national unity, 
rather than envy. We must show that their 
description of us as ‘Tories in flight jackets’ 
could not be further from the truth. 

So we must go on the attack over their stance 
on key areas in working class politics, 
particularly jobs. All their class war rhetoric 


about wicked bosses and workers’ control of © 


industry is irrelevant while they remain 
unwilling to attack the free-trade policies of 
the liberal-capitalist Establisument. Unless 
British industry is protected, there soon won’t 
be any industrial jobs anyway. Since they are 
unable to admit this, their slogans will remain 
empty and unconvincing. We can accurately 
condemn them as free-trade liberals in 
donkey jackets. 

Marxism — with its long history of backing 
from international mega-capitalists such as 
Schiff, Warburg and Hammer — has never 
addressed the issue of the power at the heart of 
capitalism: the Banksters’ credit creation trick. 
Pointing out the relationship between bad 
housing and the way in which Labour councils 
had sold their constituents into debt slavery 
was a major vote-winner in the old NF’s 
electoral advance in 1976. Since the burden of 
debt on both national and local government is 
now even heavier, this is an area in which the 
BNP can easily out-radicalise any Marxian 
socialist campaign. And such is the deserved 
unpopularity of the banks that this approach 
will find sympathetic listeners among more 
conservative sections of the population as 
well, not least hard-pressed small businessmen. 
This issue is a real ace in our hand. 

Most critical of all is the undeniable fact that 
mass coloured immigration was conceived 
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and implemented as, and remains, a capitalist 
ramp. From the internationalist think-tanks 
which decided that ethnic differences had to 
go the same way as national sovereignty in 
order to maximise the profitability of the 
global market, down to the independent 
northern mill-owners who advertised for cheap 
labour in newspapers in Pakistan, capitalists 
— and their Conservative parliamentary 
puppets — have played a bigger role in the 
creation of the multi-racial nightmare than 
either the Left or the even the Zionists. We 
can’t afford to frighten the middle class horses 
in the Home Counties with juvenile “Dave 
Spart’ sloganising, but to the Reds’ cry of 
“blame the bosses, not the blacks,” we can 
with absolute truth tell the disgruntled white 
second class citizens of places like Poplar, 
Dewsbury Blackburn and Glasgow that they 
can “blame the bosses for the blacks.” 

Knocking on doors to bring these issues 
home in our areas of hardcore support is 
absolutely vital, but a word of warning is 
called for — canvassing and community 
politics are not a magic carpet. 


Selective 


The well-produced, new, pro-BNP 
magazine, Patriot (sample copy £3 from PO 
Box 1032, Ilford, Essex, IG1 1DY) lays great 
emphasis on the value of these operations. In 
doing so it makes some valuable points, even 
though some of its historical examples are 
choosen alittle too selectively. Ifit encourages 
some out-of-London BNP units to lift their 
sights to a more intensive level of activity, 
though, it will make a useful contribution. 

It might perhaps have been better to discuss 
these things in private council, but since the 
subject has been raised publicly, the writers 
will, I hope, not mind if I reply publicly. The 
following points need to be taken into account:- 

Quite apart from several successful — if 
uncompleted — experiments with such 
operations in the 1970s, the old National Front 


Marxists, who reject the concept of 
nationhood and favour free-trade, cannot 
answer the simple but vital question: 
“Where have our jobs gone?” 


also invested a great deal of time and energy in 
them in the 1980s. From 1983-86 they were 
used in conjunction with ‘big events’ such as 
marches, rallies, noisy counter-demonstrations 
against pro-IRA marches and the like, together 
with the establishment of very large door-to- 
door paper rounds in the East End. The 
combination helped the party to make very 
substantial organisational gains (the fact that 
they were promptly lost through a constitution 
which guaranteed repeated splits is irrelevant 
here), but, witha less favourable set of external 
circumstances than the BNP enjoyed in 1993, 
the efforts did not produce any significant 
electoral advance. 


‘Target wards’ 


From 1987, the NF dropped marches and 
confrontations altogether. Instead of covering 
large areas with recruiting leaflets, all local 
units were switched to concentrating on one 
‘target ward’. In Havering and Hounslow in 
particular, the most capable and determined 
advocates of community nationalism set about 
‘sinking local roots’ with long and intensive 
campaigns. These did produce significant votes 
— in the region of 20 per cent — and the 
Hounslow operation in particular still 
continues. Its advocates have indeed become 
the official opposition to the local Labour 
junta, although unfortunately, and perhaps 
significantly, they have ‘gone native’ and no 
longer take an interest in nationalist politics. 

Regardless of the impact at local level, 
the effects of such an exclusively softly- 
softly strategy on the NF as a whole were 
disastrous. Even before increasingly eccentric 
ideological developments took their toll, the 
party was withering away through lack of 
excitement and lack of new blood. 

It is easy to sneer at people who need a ‘fix’ 
of adrenalin, but the hard facts of human 
nature mean that only a very few are self- 
motivating — most need periodic excitement 
and comradeship which cannot be found in a 
small team of community politicians. We 
might regret this, but we can’t ignore it or 
wish it away. Door-to-door work certainly 
builds electoral support, but it doesn’t build 
an organisation. One of the Isle of Dogs team 
acknowledged as much two ago when he told 
me that, through all the work and triumph at 
Millwall, not one new local person had been 
recruited and turned into an active helper. 
The winning team remained composed of 
people who had been recruited before the 
experiment began. As an engine for growth in 
credibility, in-depth community work is 
indispensible; as an engine for organisational 
expansion, it is very limited. 

There is certainly no reason to make this 
issue one where legitimate debate causes 
internal friction. John Tyndall’s article in last 
month’s Spearhead explicitly recognised that 
the confrontational phase ofthe BNP’s growth 
is giving way to aperiod where we must appeal 
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to a far wider constituency. If this is not 
happening at the pace a few people would like 
to see, they should ask themselves ifthe process 
might not be speeded up a little more if they 
would get involved again and help it. 

The other factor to be borne in mind is that 
the drastic change they advocate, even if 100 
per cent the right path in all circumstances, 
could not be adopted overnight without losing 
a catastrophic proportion of the members who 
are used to doing things the old way. 

Once again, I have dearly-bought personal 
experience from my NF leadership days of the 
damage which can occur when a small group 
who have ‘seen the light’ set out to impose 
their new way of doing things on an 
organisation of volunteers. 

Although carried out with the best possible 
motives, hasty change can have disastrous 
results. And the more damage it does, the more 
convinced its advocates. become thatthe people 
resisting the developments are ‘morons’, 
‘cultists’ or ‘deadbeats’ who are worse than 
useless. This is a natural reaction to a natural 
problem, recognised as unavoidable by all the 
wide literature of business organisation. The 
diagram reproduced here, from Everett Rogers’ 
classic study Diffusion of Innovations, 
illustrates the danger. 


-Never again 


Such factors played a major part in turning 
the mid-1980s National Front from an 
organisation which sold 14,000 copies of its 
paper every month into a splintered laughing- 
stock. I saw it, I was partly to blame, and I do 
not intend.to see it happen ever again. 

And there is no reason why it should. As 
already noted, John Tyndall’s recent analysis 
of the prospects for the BNP in 1997 are far 
closer to the prescriptions of the writers of 
Patriot than they could have known when they 
wrote their own pieces. And no one, least ofall 
John Tyndall or the current author, can do 
anything other than applaud Tony Lecomber’s 
comment that:- 

“Not every recruit can be a Galileo. 
Allowances have to be made for that and 
methods adopted to: a) retain them, because 
everyone can offer something to our party and 
muscle is always useful and; b) educate them 
with our ideology and tactics. Clearly, the 
Front National has managed this and I see no 


reason why we cannot do the same. Special 

seminars and an expansion of the Stewarding 

Group, thus providing greater discipline, could 

well be avenues used to achieve this.” 

Spot on! When the dust of the géneral 
election, and the vital and frantic period of 
consolidation in the six months thereafter, has 
settled, what I believe we need is this:- 

Intensive training of key personnel in 
particularly promising areas in the techniques 
pioneered for the BNP by the Millwall team. 
Their ‘Rights for Whites’ campaign is ‘for 
export’, and others would do well to take 
advantage of their experience and advice in 
this field. Extra resources should also be put 
into already established best areas. We need to 
find ways to go beyond talking on doorsteps 
and actually do things to help these neglected 
and alienated communities, even before we 
have councillors to do the job officially. The 
point is well made in Frank Martell’s article 
elsewhere in this issue. 


Political education 


At the same time, there should be equally 


intensive education for members who are either 
not suited for such work, or who do not live in 
areas where it is at present practical, for other 
— equally vital — tasks. Red Action has 
something interesting to say on this point as 
well:- 

“In five years time, much of the welfare 
state will have been dismantled. And as the 
establishment abandons responsibility for 
sections of the population socially, they will 
be forced as a consequence to abandon large 
sections of urban areas politically as well. 
This ceding, first of social responsibility, 
then of political control, will mean areas 
being abandoned commercially and 
eventually — paramilitary police apart — 
territorially. This means that the political 
organisations that still seek to influence events 
in those areas will be doing so for the first 
time this century free from competition from 
either of the two main establishment parties.” 

Respectable or not, at that stage we will have 
to contest for physical control of certain areas, 
for you cannot knock on peoples’ doors if 
you cannot walk down their streets. In 
addition, someone must provide the lead in 
fulfilling the ever-growing need for popular 
action against drug-pushers, burglars and 
similar anti-social vermin. 

Again, Tony Lecomber is right to be hostile 


Figure 7-2. Adopter Categorization on the Basis of Innovativeness 
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The varied 
response to 
change. If the 
innovators and 
early adopters — 
who total only 16 
per cent of any 
group — 
implement change 
without 
convincing at 
least the early 
majority, it will 
cause widespread 
disruption 
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tothe swaggering braggarts whose motivation 


is primarily a desire for excitement and 
violence, regardless of its political utility or 
otherwise (an attitude which, in an effort to 
counter the damage being done by the C18 lie 
that the BNP was ‘going soft’ a year or so ago, 
I may not have condemned forcibly enough). 
But, as he clearly recognises, a disciplined and 
discreet protective presence is essential. It is 
also likely that Red attempts to stop the growth 
of ‘racism’ will result in more opportunities 
like Southwark, where it will again be our turn 
to organise the counter-demonstrations which 
show them to be the trouble-makers and 
outsiders. 


First things first 


Even a couple of years hence, the intensive 
work where polite and correct community 
workers and their protection groups are vital is 
unlikely to be suitable to more than a few 
particularly fertile areas. Elsewhere, the party 
needs mobile teams to carry out the ‘stage 1’ 
activities which, even in the East End, had to 
precede in-depth electioneering. This point is 
well made in Steve Smith’s article in Patriot, 
where he acknowledges that the 1990 ‘Rights 
for Whites’ march and the opposition fury over 
the 1991 York Hall rally helped to “establish 
the party’s presence in the Borough.” Just 
because subsequent events took the party past 
stage | in part of East London does not mean 
that we are at stage 2 all over Britain. 

Again, I agree that long-signalled con- 
frontations which give the Reds time to mobilise 
and cause large-scale disorder are often worse 
than useless, but lightning propaganda stunts 
and demonstrations against ‘soft’ and 
unpopular targets can gain attention and 
publicity without attracting electorally- 
damaging violence. 

To my mind, and among colleagues with 
whom I have discussed the subject, proposals 
such as these bridge the apparent division over 
tactics seen by some writers in Patriot. 

Since I have more experience than I would 
like of the divisiveness of over-hasty and over- 
drastic change, I trust that the community 
politics advocates will accept that this entitles 
me to talk with some authority about the big 
picture, even though I readily defer to their 
superior knowledge of local conditions in East 
London. It seems to me to be a good 
combination, and I am sure that, together, we 
can build something really worthwhile and 
lasting. 

Nick Cohen of The Observer certainly thinks 
we can, hence his recent observation that “1997 
could be the year when British fascism makes 
something of a comeback.” And so, as we have 
seen, does Red Action, which has been so 
helpful this month that it deserves the last 
word:- 

“In order to turn things around, the Left 
must first set the agenda. And to do this we 
must begin to at least match the conviction 
and ambition of the far-right.” 


They ain’t seen nothing yet! 
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Why does Labour 


hate white people? 


ROBERT COLBY examines the roots of socialist racism 


SHORTLY before Christmas, Labour 
MP Diane Abbot stirred up a race row 
over comments concerning the 
employment of white nurses in a 
London hospital. 

Miss Abbot is, of course, no stranger to 
racial controversy. Her latest criticism of 
white people must be seen in the context 
of the continuing onslaught against white 
society by so-called ‘anti-racists’ such as 
Bernie Grant MP. Although Abbot does 
not have the intelligence of Grant, her lack 
of common sense is more than comp- 
- ensated for by her ability for self-publicity. 

Dianne Abbot's outburst concerned the 
employment of some nurses from Finland 
to plug. a shortage of British staff in Hom- 
erton hospital, Hackney. Her comments 
particularly illustrate the hypocrisy not only 
of many blacks in the Labour party, but 
also of their white fellow-travellers. As she 
told the Hackney Gazette: 


“| am surprised that they chose to 
bring in blonde, blue-eyed nurses from 
Finland, instead of nurses from the 
Caribbean who know the language and 
understand British culture and 
institutions. Are Finnish girls, who may 
never have met a black person before, 
let alone touched one, best suited to 


nurse in multicultural Hackney?” 
Was there ever a Labour MP who 
opposed bringing in black nurses to staff 


hospitals in the white Hackney of the 
1950s? 

Apart from Abbot's clear ignorance of 
racial anthropology (the Finns are not 
closely related to their Swedish, Norwegian 
or Russian neighbours, and some are 
dark-haired and brown-eyed), her 
comments betray an arrogant contempt 
for the indigenous white population of 
Britainand Europe. Howdare she suggest 
that white people are less suitable to work 
in a white country than West Indians! 
Unlike Abbot's beloved Caribbeans, the 
Finnish workers won't settle here when 
their contracts end, and it is a racing 
certainty that they will return gladly to their 
homeland when they are nolonger needed. 
When was the last time a Scandinavian 
had to be forcibly expelled from Britain by 
immigration officers? 


This latest racial controversy is further 
evidence that many prominent Labour 
party members are quite simply anti-white. 
Of course, it could be argued that the 
black community, of which Diane Abbot is 
a particularly vocal member, woud 
naturally favour its own kith and kin. This 
is a perfectly natural phenomenon, but it 
does not explain the apparent favour 
shown to black people by the Labour party 
as a whole, for example in its vigourous 
condemnation of white ‘racism’ — despite 
the fact that most racial attacks are black- 
on-white rather than vice versa. 

Clearly, the enormous influence of 
wealthy, non-European elements over all 
the Old Gang parties is one important 
factor, but even that requires an explan- 
ation. John Tyndall provides a deeper 
explanation of the whole phenomenon in 
his book The Eleventh Hour.- 

“The instinct guiding white liberals is 
one of pure racial self-hate, leading toa 
racial death-wish.” 

And what motivates the liberal in this 
self-hate? Mr. Tyndall again provides the 
answer:- 

“The liberal has a sense that he is a 
poor specimen of his own race, and in 
the company of his co-racials this is 
keenly felt... Inthe ‘anti-racist’ movement 
(he) can enjoy the self-gratifying 
sensation of patronising members of 
other ethnic groups in a kind of perverse 
racism of his own. Surrounded on all 
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Blair says 
goodbye to a 
child he met at 
the Nazareth 
House AIDS 
orphanage in 
Cape Town, 
during his visit 
to South Africa. 
Non-white and 
AIDS! What a 
delicious _ 


combination fora | 
liberal! 


Tony Blair looks pious at the opening 
ceremony of the giant Swaminarayan 
Hindu temple in Neasden, northwest 
London. The only more sickening sight is 
John Major doing the same thing! 


sides by the ‘oppressed’ and 
‘disadvantaged’, he feels a proper little 
aristocrat by comparison with his position 
in the natural order of things among his 
own people.” 

Take a look at the sickly expression 
of self-righteousness on the face of 
‘Bambi’ Blair in the photographs 
reproduced here. Do they not illustrate 
perfectly John Tyndall’s point? 
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theory 


The rocky road to victory 


FRANK MARTELL urges us to learn from the mistakes of a nationalist icon 


AFTER a long night of celebration of 
revolutionary victory, the first meeting of 
the cabinet of the new communist 
government of Nicaragua opened with the 
words: “So what do we do now?” Daniel 
Ortega and his comrades did not have an 
answer. The Sandinistas had all the 
requisite skills to make a revolution, but 
their inability to govern doomed it to be 
short-lived and futile. Such a dearth of 
ideological thought and lack of 
sophistication in the art of political 
leadership has been, and is, the curse of 
many revolutionary movements, including 
many nationalist ones. A classic example is 
provided by the history of the Romanian 
Legionary Movement, which provides 
several important lessons for nationalists 
today. 

The Legion of the Archangel Michael was 
founded in June 1927 by Corneliu Codreanu. 
Codreanu had been born Cornelius Zelinski, 
the first son ofa Polish immigrant to Moldavia. 
His father, Ion Zelinski, a school teacher, 
became a passionate convert to Romanian 
nationalism and, in 1902, Romanised the 
family name to Codreanu. His first son had 
been named after St. Cornelius, the Roman 
centurion who was the first Gentile to receive 
the word of God — the first Christian soldier. 
The themes of nationalism and Christianity 
would dominate Codreanu’s life, requiring 
him always to flirt closely with death in the 
name of the cause. 

Just after World War One, Codreanu led the 
small nationalist student group in Bucharest 
against the powerful alien-led Communist 
party. His combination of personal bravery 
and intelligence propelled him to the top of the 
new movement. 

Bucharest was a violent place, and Codreanu 
reacted to Communist and state violence with 
force of his own. His group attacked leftist 
leaders, smashed their meetings and broke up 
plays. At the same time they began to build a 
nationalist student centre with their own hands 
and money. 


Brutal repression 


On government orders, Maniciu, the prefect 
of Iasi, personally led a brutal police drive to 
break up the group. An official inquiry 
established that the students had been illegally 
arrested, beaten and tortured, yet Maniciu and 
his chief assistants were all promoted. 

Codreanu responded to this injustice by 
shooting Maniciu dead and turning himself in 
for trial. The court case turned into a triumph 
for Codreanu; the jury were out for only a few 
minutes and returned to acquit him, wearing 
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the colours of his group on their lapels. He was 
now a national hero 

The nationalist movement was, however, 
badly splintered, so Codreanu founded his 
own organisation, the Legion. 

The Legion was based upon four principles: 
(1) faith in God; (2) faith in our mission; (3) 
love for each other, and (4) songs as the chief 
manifestation of our state of mind. The Legion 
would have no programme, because what the 
nation needed more was a new type of man. 
“The country is dying for lack of men, not 
programmes,” wrote Codreanu, who took the 
title of ‘Captain’. “Let him of boundles faith 
come join us. Let him who doubts stay out.” 
“You want programmes? They are on 
everybody’s lips,” thundered Codreanu in the 
Legionary Manual, “better look for men. 
Anyone can turn out a programme in one 
night: this is not what the country needs. It 
needs men, and wills to do what is needed.” 


Unanswered questions 


The question of exactly what was needed, 
beyond heroic spirit, was never addressed 
in Legionary publications; indeed, with such 
an attitude at the top, it was not even a 
broachable subject. 

Codreanu directed his efforts at the people 
that the older, better established nationalist 
organisations ignored — the young and the 
peasantry. The high schools and technical 
schools were targetted, as were the villages, 
which rarely saw a politician, let alone a 
revolutionary. Itwas amovement ofthe young: 

The Legion was tightly organised, from the 
basic unit — the Nest — to city, county and 
regional groups. But despite words to the 
contrary, initiative was prized over discipline, 
and eventually this would box the Captain into 
a corner from which he could not escape. 
Leaders were not appointed but arose naturally 
by building Nests and then by combining them 
into larger groups. These men were certainly 
natural leaders, but they also had their own 
base of support and, as long as they professed 
loyalty, Codreanu was loath to move against 
them, even when they violated policy. 

Julius Caesar said that the man who would 
lead the people must remember always to live 
simply, but Codreanu took nobility in 
leadership a step further. He saw political 
command as a privilege that was to be earned 
through constant service and sacrifice, and not 
just in the period before taking power. Too 
many revolutions had resulted simply in a 
change in the names of the inhabitants of the 
plushest homes, with the new elite quickly 
adopting the ways of the old. Codreanu insisted 
upona life-long vow of poverty for the officers 


of his Iron Guard — the activist wing of the 
Legionary Movement. His. leaders were 
required to be always correct and sober. 

The Legionary Movement was built in its 
rural strongholds by activists moving from 
village to village, on footpaths to avoid the 
police on the roads, singing nationalist songs 
and doing work which would benefit local 
people: helping bring in the harvest; building 
orrebuilding a bridge; mending a road; clearing 
a ditch, or restoring a church. “The village lads 
knew little of what we were or what we wanted, 
but they sang our songs,” says the Legionary 
Songbook. Songs around the campfire, not 
speeches, were the spearhead of the Legion, 
especially in the countryside. 

The issue of violence haunted the Legion 
from the day that Codreanu shot down his 
tormentor Maniciu. Codreanu came to see his 
enemies in the government as corrupt and 
cowardly murderers, and at first he thought 
that they could be cowed by counter-killing. 
The problem was that the state could easily 
replace such men, buying new flunkies with 
more money and promises of ever-greater 
ruthlessless, while each Legionaire was a rare 
and precious asset. 

So Codreanu declared a policy of strict 
legality. No more killings of oppressive state 
officials would be tolerated, regardless of their 
crimes. But the killing and counter-killing 
went on. A former Legion leader, Stellescu, 
who betrayed the Movement received 120 
bullets from ten Legionaires who— in keeping 
with Legion policy — promptly turned 
themselves in. Eventually, the Prime Minister 
of Romania was gunned down, as the militants 
did not realise that it was actually ‘good’ King 
Carol who was directing their suppression. 
The problem was that the Captain could not 
control the extraordinary men of action he had 
recruited and moulded, and neither could he 
abandon them ifhe thought they acted in good 
faith. 


Heavy losses 


The Legion killed ten state officials, losing 
over five hundred activists to government 
murder. Codreanu realised that he could not 
afford such losses and still operate a public 
movement, but he could notrein in his Christian 
soldiers. It is important to point out that the 
murder of state officials did not undermine the 
Legion’s popularity, as these politicians were 
generally viewed by the masses as deserving 
of their fate. The Iron Guard continued to 
increase its votes, and the Legionary Workers 
Movement — Codreanu’s union — grew to 
six thousand members in Bucharest as the 
Depression worsened; nevertheless it became 


more difficult to recruit young activists, as 
only the most courageous would join. 

Late in 1938, the King, under the pleas and 
taunts of his Jewish mistress, decided that the 
Iron Guard had to be destroyed. Key activists 
were rounded up without charges and thrown 
into concentration camps. Codreanu himself 
was arrested and tortured, also without charge. 
Then, on the night of November 29th-30th, 
he and six comrades were murdered. 

In February, 1939, Romanian Premier 
Calinescu responded to a question by a French 
reporter in Paris: “The Iron Guard is already 
an old story.... The Iron Guard no longer 
exists.” On September 21st, Calinescu was 
shot dead by six Iron Guard activists. The six 
turned themselves in, only to be promptly 
murdered at the site of the assassination. As 
further retribution, 68 interned Iron Guard 
officers were murdered. 


Support from Nazi Germany 


In the meantime, though, Germany had 
conquered Poland, and the nervous King 
recognised that the Iron Guard was very 
popular with certain German factions, 
particularly the German Ambassador and the 
SS. In June 1940, King Carol therefore invited 
Horia Sima, the new leader of the Legionary 
Movement, into the government. On 
September 3rd, the Legion rose in revolt in 
Bucharest, Brasov and Constanta. Carol 
turned to his chief of the general staff, General 
Ion Antonescu, for help, but Antonescu forced 
his abdication in favour of his son, Mihail, 
and King Carol left Romania with his royal 
possessions and his mistress. 

Now the Germans intervened on behalf of 
the Legion. Antonescu kept the army under 
his own control, but gave Horia Sima the 
political reins of government. Unfortunately, 
the ron Guard was still more interested in 
men than in ideas. The bulk of its effort was 
directed at retribution, and the seizure of 
property — often illegally — of those who 
had opposed the Legion, including other 
nationalists. All too often, the spoils ended up 
in the hands of petty officials who had only 
joined the Iron Guard after the accession to 
power. 

In short, Sima and his followers proved 
within six months that they did not know how 
to govern. Ideas were foreign to them for, as 
Codreanu’s deputy Vasile Marin had said 
shortly before his death in Spain fighting 
against the Reds, “the deed is our only 
ideology!” Antonescu appealed to the German 
government, and the Nazis reluctantly agreed 
that order had to be brought to the chaos. 
Antonescu rounded up the leaders of the 
Legion and they were held in gentle captivity 
in Germany — an ace in the hole for the 
National Socialists should Antonescu get out 
of line. 

Codreanu’s movement was unusual in 
Europe in its religious overtones, as most of 
the European nationalist movements were 
either neutral or hostile to Christianity. In 
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backward Romania this was certainly an 
advantage, in the sense that Codreanu was in 
touch with the prejudices and aspirations ofhis 
people: “To create a movement means in the 
first place to create, to generate, a state of mind 
which does not rest in reason but in the soul of 
the masses. This is the essence of the legionary 
movement,” he tells us in his memoirs. 
Unfortunately, the emphasis on faith at the 
expense of reason caused a disdain for ideas. In 
reality the Legion had no ideology. Its 
newspapers and magazines, which, at its peak, 
sold tens of thousands of copies every week, 
did not discuss a vision of the future, or a 
programme of how to get there. What did the 
Legion believe in regard to the distribution of 
wealth, how would the government be 
organised, who would run it, how would the 
leaders be selected, how would the inept and 
corrupt be weeded out, was there to be land 
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Codreanu: “ / greet those who march towards 
the great legionary victory.” Many died on that 
road but, for all their heroism, they didn’t know 
where it led 


reform, how would the peasant be made more 
productive, etc, etc, etc? 

No one knew what the Legion intended to do, 
because the leaders did not consider these 
questions important, or did not want to be 
bothered discussing them. They did not want 
to have to answer questions and so insisted 
upon faith and song — as do all religious 
movements — in order to deflect attention 
away from difficult ideological discussion. 

Such questions were discussed as a matter 
of course by the Fascists and National Socialists 
in Italy and Germany, and, as a direct result? 
both movements were able to govern 
effectively. 

Unfortunately, the level of ideological 
discussion in many of the nationalist movements 


theory 


of the modern white, English-speaking world 
is not particularly sophisticated. There is, by 
and large, excellent analysis on what is wrong 
with the System, but little on what we would 
do differently and how we would do it. This 
stems, no doubt, from a mistaken belief that 
such discussion will cause more rifts, when, in 
reality, it is organisational discipline which 
holds a movement together, not ambiguity. 

When the Mensheviks proved unable to 
govern Russia in 1917, it was the Bolsheviks 
who replaced them. The Mensheviks had 
sought to paper over differences in order to 
weld many potentially hostile factions together; 
thus, when push came to shove and they actually 
came to power, nothing of substance could be 
agreed upon. For the Bolsheviks it was quite 
different. They were up front about the truly 
radical programmes they intended to institute. 
If a party member chose not to toe the party 
line once an official position was decided 
upon, he was expelled. 

Certainly the degree of conformity 
demanded by the Bolsheviks makes us 
uncomfortable, but in fact such organisational 
discipline allows greater freedom of discussion, 
as the leader can always cut it off if it becomes 
a threat to unity by declaring a final position 
and threatening expulsion. Leaders who do 
not have such power are —as the history of the 
democratically-run NF showed repeatedly — 
right to be afraid that discussion of 
controversial issues will get out of hand and 
lead to splits. But those with a sane constitution 
based on the leadership principle and with a 
firm grip on their organisations are not 
hampered in this way. 

Forall the foregoing criticism of the Legion’s 
disdain for reason and over-emphasis on faith, 
it nevertheless has much of value to teach us. 
It lived the philosophy of service and sacrifice, 
and as such commanded the respect of the 


people. Leadership is nota prize which we win 


in order to enrich ourselves, but a privilege 
which must be earned through the willingness 
to serve always, and to accept the greatest 
burden of sacrifice when necessary. The people 
quickly lose respect for those leaders who 
cease to live simply. Their motives are 
distrusted even if their talents cannot be 
questioned. 


Idealism and unity 


Unity is the essence of nationalism. And 
not just in the ranks of the nationalist vanguard 
— where, as we have seen, debate and 
constructive criticism must be allowed to thrive 
within the limits demanded to preserve that 
unity. The ordinary people must‘also remain . 
committed to the national ideal, and they will 
only continue to be so while they believe that 
the nationalist leadership exists to serve the 
people as a whole. That faith is undermined 
whenever nationalist leaders exploit their 
positions for personal power and profit, so 
laws must be passed and monitor organisations 


Cont. overleaf 
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MY first reaction to Sarah Brown’s recent 
article on the alleged incompatibility of 
racial nationalism with Christianity was 
one of weariness. Here we go again, I said 
to myself, the same old tedious distortion of 
truth we have come to expect from the 
Liberal Party at Prayer. All the self-abasing, 
fawning, mealy-mouthed sterility of modern 
liberal-lefty venality was there. [had heard 
it all before, and it nauseated me. I have 
been a racial nationalist for nearly 30 years, 
and this advocate of suicidal modish bigotry 
did not seem to deserve my attention. I have 
also been a Christian for most of my life, 
and her sanctimonious cant, assumed piety, 
and theological conceit bored me. 

And yet...... and yet. Perhaps, just perhaps, 
I was being too hasty. Perhaps her perception 
of Christianity, fatuous though it be, is held by 


Cont. from page 19 


set up to prevent this immediately the national 
revolutionary government comes to power. 
Let us never forget how the establishment of 
secret special shops for the families of the 
Bolshevik e/ite completely undermined the 
commitment of the masses to their new Soviet 
leaders once the scam became widely known. 
The other postive aspect of the Legionary 
Movement of which we must take note is its 
ability to sink local roots. Small communities 
were targetted where minor projects as simple 
as clearing a ditch could have a major impact 
on the psychology of the people. The 
Legionaires went into the most backward parts 
of Romania in order to reach those people 
whom the politicians had forgotten. In their 
case, that meant the small communities of the 
countryside, whose peasants still made up a 
large proportion of the overall population. 
Obviously our circumstances are very 
different, but the way the successes of the 
Legion in working closely with small, neglected 
and desperately poor communities still 
provides us with some clues for the future: All 
too often modern nationalists take a very 
different approach, appearing once in a blue 
moon with a fleeting and anonymous leaflet 
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5 million 
really useless? 


ARTHUR LEICESTER tells us how good we are and 
urges us not to turn our backs on Britain's Christians 


many, otherwise.reflective people, who have 
no wish to investigate Biblical teachings. And 
perhaps we nationalists are too busy 
propagating our political beliefs to worry 
overmuch about, woolly-headed religious 
eccentrics and irrational do-gooders who seem 
only to exacerbate the shameful state of our 
nation. 

But I believe that this is not the time for us 
to retreat to our mental Political Fortress, and 
gaze balefully at trendy Christians in their 
ivory towers. We sally forth, quite 
magnificently, into the enemy’s political 
domain and win many a contest; but how 
many times do we fight the enemy in the 
spiritual/religious arena? Rarely. There are 
various reasons for this, not least the fact that 
many of our people are non-believers, 
agnostics, or doubters, and therefore have 


drive among the anonymous masses of an 
entire city. A more careful look at any 
constituency will reveal pockets of unusually 
fertile ground. 

The modern equivalent to the remote 
Romanian village is, paradoxically, the white 
working class near-ghetto in an area where 
local government by the Labour party isrun on 
behalf of the increasingly demanding non- 
white population. The Isle of Dogs was a 
classic example, but it is by no means the only 
one, nor are the others confined to the East 
End of London. Another place where a strong 
sense of community survives side-by-side with 
high youth unemployment, hopelessness and 
sheer boredom is the medium-sized town. 
Searchlight’s concern about ‘market-town 
racism’ reflects a genuine social phenomenon 
ripe for exploitation by the BNP. Whatever 
forma closely-knit community takes, personal 
example by correct, polite, sober, idealistic 
and helpful nationalist activists in such places 
will have a far bigger impact than fleeting 
anonymous effort elsewhere. 

This is one of the positive lessons to be 
learnt from the heroic failure of the Iron 
Guard. Let us not forget the negative ones 
either. 


‘validity, are everywhere. 


little interest, not to mention ability, to dispute 
on theological questions. However, whatever 
the relative proportions of non-Christians to 
Christians among racial nationalists, whatever 
our individual opinions on Christianity, and 
whatever our competence in Church matters, 
it behoves us all, in our own political/strategic 
interest, to capture as many Christian outposts 
as possible. The trendy prelates of the modern 
church regard the moral high ground as their 
own Blessed Plot, and it is our duty to remove 
them from it and claim it as ours. 

We have all observed the power that the 
combination of Islamic beliefs and political 
pragmatism can wield in the Third World. We 
also know the power of Judaism to hold together 
the illegitimate state of Israel. In our own 
unfortunate land, the obscene bleatings of the 
party-political hacks, spewing through the 
media their sicketuug, -!2ims to Christian 
Therefore, let us 
learn from our enemies, and use their weapons 
against them. 


Political necessity 


Racial nationalism is not merely a political 
party (though the BNP is the only realistic 
vehicle for it in Britain), itis also a philosophy; 
and it would be intellectually lazy, not to say 
politically negligent, to fail to enlist, where 
possible, the approval of the scriptures, and 
eventually to gain the support of the long-time 
religion of this land. There are 5 million 
Christian regular churchgoers in Britain — all 
voters. Can we afford to leave them in 
ignorance of the essentially moral (and, I 
believe, Divine) basis of our philosophy? | 
think not, and I know that many political 
strategists will agree with me. 

If, where appropriate, we can associate our 
vital policies with a scripture-based morality 
that ordinary people recognise, we not only 
strengthen our case in their eyes, but create an 
explosive cocktail that can blast the limp- 
minded (not to mention the limp-wristed) 
sophists of the Church to their well earned 
bottomless reward. And our reward, this side 
of Heaven, will be access to 5 million voters 


who, till now, have been alienated from us by 
outrage and ignorance. 

So far, so good, some may say. But how 
do we achieve this modern miracle, when, in 
this country, there has been no tradition of 
overt Christian/clerical support for our type of 
radical and racial policies? Well, scratch 
many a Christian and in my experience you 
will find an incipient racialist or covert patriot. 
Admittedly, their white racial sentiments need 
to be coaxed from them, and as you would 
expect, they are very timid and constrained in 
their vocabulary, and exhibit a certain 
vacillation and hesitation. This is precisely 
where we should clarify their confusion by 
claiming canonical approval for their nascent 
nationalism, thus removing any guilt feeling 
they may have caught from their discredited 
clergy. 


Politically incorrect commands 


So much liberal poison and Marxist 
‘liberation theology’ has spewed from the 
spokesmen of modern Christianity that 
genuinely scriptural commands concerning 
race, race-mixing, Jewry, national identity, 
homosexuality and so on, are utterly ignored. 
These instructions are not ‘optional extras’, as 
Miss Brown would no doubt like to call them, 
they are as much part of the Christian message 
as any quotation exhorting us to indulge our 
gentler instincts. To quote back to Miss Brown 
from Matthew 22:29. “Ye do err, not knowing 
the scriptures, nor the power of God.” 

By knowing the scriptures, we take back 
their power from our enemies, and neutralise 
their slings and arrows of outraged morality. 
Perhaps it is advisable to begin with what is 
obvious to most people, though not to race- 
mixing internationalists — God’s intention to 
establish separate nations. Gen. 10:5 says “By 
these were the isles of the Gentiles divided in 
their lands; every one after his tongue, after 
their families, in their nations...”, and in Gen. 
10:32 “.... after their generations (races), in 
their nations: and by these were the nations 
divided in the earth after the flood.” 

Having established separate races and 
nations, He sought to impress upon them their 
separateness in Jeremiah 31:34 “No more 
shall you teach every man his neighbour, every 
man his brother”— a sentiment repeated in 
Hebrews 8:11. Again , this separateness is 
emphasised in John 17:9 “I pray not for the 


world, but for them whom thou hast given me: 


for they are mine.” 

Exclusivity among nations is demonstrated 
in several places, including Deut. 7:6 “For 
thou art an holy people unto the Lord thy God: 
the Lord thy God hath chosen thee to be a 
special people unto himself, above all people, 
that are upon the face of earth.” 

Race- mixing is given special condemnation 
in the scriptures. Jsiah 9:12 says “Now 
therefore give not your daughters unto their 

‘sons, neither take their daughters unto your 
sons, nor seek their peace or their wealth for 


ever : that ye may be strong and eat the good 
of the land, and leave it for an inheritance to 
your children for ever”, with very similar 
instructions given in Nehemiah 13:25 -30“.... 
and make them swear by God, saying, Ye 
shall not give your daughters unto their sons, 
nor take their daughters unto your sons, or for 
yourselves. Shall we harken unto you to do all 
the great evil, to transgress against our God in 
marrying strange wives”ending in the 
statement “Thus cleansed I them from all 
strangers.” Ezra 9:14 warns ofthe punishment 
to be expected from race-mixing. “Should we 
again break thy commandments, and join in 
affinity with the people of the abominations, 
wouldst not thou be angry with us till thou hast 
consumed us, so that there should be no 
remnant nor escaping?” 

Repatriation and separation are sanctioned 
in Isiah 13:14 “And it shall be as the chased 
roe and the sheep that no man taketh up : they 
shall every man turn to his own people, and 
flee everywhere into his own land.” And again 
in Ezra 10:11 “Nowthereforemake confession 
unto the Lord God of your fathers and do his 
pleasure and separate yourselves from the 
people of the land and from the strange wives.” 


Race-mixing forbidden 


The above quotations should suffice to 
show that there is no scriptural support for 
race-mixing; indeed it is specifically 
forbidden. Homosexuality is similarly 
condemned in Leviticus 18:22 - 23 “Thou 
shalt not lie with mankind as with womankind: 
it is an abomination.” And we all know what 
happened to those committing sodomy; long 
before AIDS there was a little matter of a rain 
of fire and brimstone! 

Lastly, there is Christ’s condemnation of 
a certain people in John 8:44 : “Ye are of your 
father the devil, and the lusts of your father ye 
willdo. He was amurderer from the beginning, 
and abode not in truth, because there is no 
truth in him. When he speaketh a lie, he 
speaketh of his own; for he is a liar, and the 
father of it.” These are indisputably the words 
of Christ, as are the verses of Matthew 23:32 
- 33: “Fill ye up then the measure of your 
fathers. Ye serpents, ye generation of vipers, 


the party's national funds. 


Have you joined the Welling Club? 


The Welling Club is a special group which exists to help raise money 
for the British National Party. Membership is open to all persons, 
whether or not BNP members, willing to contribute £20 each month to 


Welling Club members are sent regular bulletins informing them of 
the progress in achieving various important BNP targets which is being 
made with the help of their donations. They are also entitled to attend, 
free of charge, an annual club dinner addressed by the BNP Chairman. 

Those wishing to join the Welling Club should apply, sending their 
initial £ 20 contribution (made out to the ‘British National Party’), to: 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent, DA16 3D W 


Homosexual vicar. Condemned in the 
Bible, as well as by the laws of Nature 


how can ye escape the damnation of Hell?” 

We are even warned of what may happen to 
us if we cross these people. In Luke 21:12 , 
Christ says: “They will lay hands on you and 
persecute you, delivering you up to the 
synagogues and into prisons, and you will be 
brought before Kings andrulers, for My name’s 
sake.” 

It is worth noting that the Board of Deputies 
is lobbying to buttress the Race Laws with new 
offences of group or religious defamation, 
under which anyone even quoting the words of 
Christ could indeed be delivered into prison. 

The above is not an exhaustive list of 
Biblical quotations but space (and cons- 
ideration for readers!) forbids further examples. 
So let us not be reticent about our moral 
position. We should broadcast it with 
conviction and pride, for after all, the stakes 
are high — five million of them! 


Coming soon in Spearhead: 


‘Extinctionism versus Survivalism’ by 
Richard Molesworth. The Zionist assault 
on T. S. Eliot by Nigel Jackson. ‘Reclaim 
your cultural heritage’ by Michael Walsh. 

Plus the usual features and articles by 

John Tyndall, Nick Griffin, Frank 
Kimball-Johnson and Ian Buckley. 

Comment, strategy, history and BNP 

news. Oh yes, and more on Sarah Brown! 


Don't risk missing a single issue, fill in 
the subscription form on page 26, now! 
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The Editor 
'Spearhead' 
c/o PO Box 117, 
Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW 


SIR: We are a group of (unemployed) 
Cornish fishermen. We were recently 
handed one of your ‘Defend British 
Fishermen!’ leaflets and we agtree with 
everything said on it! We are sure that if 
this was distributed to every home here, 
together with the other excellent leaflet 
we were given, ‘Rebuild Britain’, you 
would get a lot of support here in Newlyn. 

We want to remain anonymous, but we 
want to give you practical support for your 
support for us! So please find enclosed 
100, raised in a whip-round amongst the 
lads of the fleet. 

We would be delighted if you could 
possibly put up a BNP man here, in the 
hard-hit fishing and farming seat of St. 
Ives, Cornwall (which includes our village 
of Newlyn, the biggest catch port in the 
UK. 

We can see that you are a serious 
political party, unlike the UK 
Independence Party, who are standing 
here, and the Referendum Party, which is 
another single-issue group - unlike the 
BNP, which has a full manifesto for 
governing and defending our country and 
our people! 

We are lucky in one way down here: 
there is no big coloured problem like there 
is in Bristol and so on up-country. There 
are only Christian churches here at the 
moment, Thank God, but we are seeing a 
sneaking encroachment of Asian 
restaurants. 

Your industrial policies are sound, and 
would gain you a lot of support on fishing, 
farming and the criminal destruction of 
Cornwall's indigenous tin-mining industry, 
which was a real asset to the whole 
country. 

As for Mebyon Kernow (‘Sons of 
Cornwall’), this so-called Cornish ‘patriots’ 
party recently issued a ‘left-of-centre’ 
manifesto, which opposed racism and 
criticised controls on Third world 
immigration! They call for a ‘multi-racial 
Cornwall, independent of Westminster, 
and the so-called Cornish National Party 
are the same treacherous dogs, working 
against the Whites! Years ago, they used 
to believe in ‘preserving Cornwall’s Celtic 
character’, but not any more. Yet would a 
‘multi-racial Cornwall’ have produced 
such Cornish geniuses as Sir Humphry 
Davy and Trevethick? 

If you ever meet these turncoats, just tell 
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‘em ‘Gwyn Nerth’ — ‘White Power’ in 
Cornish, the Brythonic Celtic language 
closely related to Welsh and Breton. The 
BNP would, we believe, gain much 
sympathy if you committed your future 
government to funding language classes 
in Cornish. You would be regarded as a 
true ‘national’ party, representing all the 
white tribes of these British Isles of ours. 
Unlike the Tories, who seem to want to 
level out all the identities and cultures of 
our nation, we are proud of our 
Cornishness and Britishness. The 
Cornish were well-represented among 
those building white civilisation in South 
Africa, Rhodesia (now lost), North 
America, Australia and New Zealand. 
We strongly recommend that your 
members visit this beautiful county of 
ours. Come to the Seaman’s Mission to 
Deep Sea Fishermen here in Newlyn, and 


the exhibition about our fishing war with 


Spain (if Europe had been kept as it was 
— a Europe of sovereign states — and 
not forced into a bureaucratic federal 
union, each nation would fish only in their 
territorial waters and this conflict would 
never have happened). 

You will see Cornish, Union and 
Canadian flags everywhere down here — 
there are no ethnics, politically correct 
queers or commies to complain about our 
brazen patriotism here! 

Anyway, good luck in the general ~ 
election from all here. If you were the 
government of the day, we would still be 
working and Britannia would still rule the 
waves! Warm regards and best wishes to 
the British National Party from 
THE BETRAYED FISHERMEN OF 
NEWLYN 


SIR: To the anti-BNP Christian female 
whose ramblings you published in 
December, | have this to say: Your God 
provided for races on Earth, so who are 
you to mix and eventually eradicate 
them? Your religion constantly advocates 
love, but when is one of your number 
going to state honestly, 'my religion is 
racially destructive’? 

You do not intend to have children out 
of concern for the Third World, but will 
you keep to this if a Christian male comes 
along? | agree you should not have 
children — its is best that your sickly 
genes die out, and it is a shame that so 
many of you anti-racist Christians act 
differently. 

A. S. PAULIN, 
Romford, Essex 


SIR: Your article ‘Australia Awakes’ 
highlighted neatly what appears to be a 
worldwide scenario. In Australia, the 
whites (the immigrants) have to subsidise 
and compensate the Aboriginals, and 
meet the cost of the Council for Aboriginal 
Reconciliatiion. Over here, the whites (the 
aboriginals) have to subsidise special 


privileges for the immigrants, and fund the | 
Racial Equality Council. 

Similar situations exist in most 
European countries. In America, the white 
immigrants have to suffer affirmative - 
action and quotas in favour of black 
immigrants, and we all have to bow to 
pressure from the ever more strident 
homosexual/lesbian lobby. 

With all this in mind, the pious rendering 
from Sarah Brown misses the vital issue. 
The BNP is fighting a rearguard action 
against forces which are intent on 
reducing the White race to an oppressed 
underclass. As for loving our enemies, 
does Miss Brown not realise that our 
enemies largely have a different religion 
and are not playing by the same rules? 
ROGER WOOD 
Rossendale, Lancs. 


SIR: | expect you will already have seen 
the enclosed Daily Telegraph editorial 
(30.12.96). Under the heading 'The 
unmentionable issue’, it suggests that the 
Official figure of 50,000 entrants per year 
‘does not represent the real scale of 
immigration’ and that the real annual 
number is 'probably about 100,000 — the 
estimate of Peter Tompkins, a former 
head of the immigration service.' It points 
out that this means that more than a 
quarter of a million extra immigrants come 
here every three years. 

| would like to see a future Spearhead 


' provide a detailed examination of the 


convergence of such ‘orthodox’ media 
views with those of the BNP. (I note that 
British Nationalist has already dealt with 
this). 

| do not understand why, during all the 
media talk about the EEC vis a vis the 
Referendum and UK Independence 
Parties, | have not heard the BNP view 
mentioned once. In fact, the BBC and 
other media organisations have not once, 
in my considerable experience, allowed 
the BNP to voice an opinion on any topic 
whatsoever. 

Having subscribed to BN and 
Spearhead for the last four years, and 
appreciating the quality and the depth of 
opinions contained in these publications, | 
see a glaring anomaly. 

The only logical explanation | can reach 
is that these opinions are so pertinent and 
powerfully correct, and mainstream views 
So false and hollow, that the truth is 
inappropriate (except when it leaks out, 
from time to time, in the recesses of the 
Daily Telegraph or ,more likely the 
Sunday Telegraph). 

No doubt you came to this conclusion 
many years ago, but | thought you might 
like to hear it from someone who has only 
recently discovered a clear statement of 
the self-evident ideas of racial 
nationalism. 

R. SMYTHE 
Nottingham 


BNP BOOK SERVICE (PHONE 0374 454893) 


PO Box 117, WELLING, KENT DA16 3DW 


AGRICOLA and GERMANIA (Tacitus). £6.00. The 
great Roman historian describes our Celtic and 
German ancestors in about 100 AD. Two books in 
one volume. This ed. 1970, 175pp. 
AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.50. A 
. collection of articles and reviews on various aspects 
of the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 
ANGLO-SAXONS, THE (ed Campbell) £15.00. 
A handsome, well-illustrated book covering the 
history of England and the culture of its peoplefrom 
the 4thto 11thcentury, 1982rep. 1991,272pp 
APOCALYPSE 1945: THE DESTRUCTION OF 
DRESDEN (David Irving) £15.00. Anupdated 
version the 1963 account of this real "war crime" — 
the Allied terror bombing of an undefended city, 
packed with refugees fleeing from rape and murder 
at the hands of the Red Army. 1995, xiv, 315pp. 
BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and 
their effects.on the events of ancient history, written 
inthe light of the present day: 1975, 25Opp. 
BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH HISTORY, THE 
(Dorothy Whitelock) £6.99. Describes Anglo-Saxon 
culture and organisation and relations with the Celts 
between the leaving of the Romans and the coming 
of the Normans, 1952, thised. 1991, 256pp. 
BELL CURVE (Richard J. Herrnstein & Charles 
Murray) £25.00. This book, which has aroused 
enormous controversy, deals with differences in 
intellectual capacity among people and groups. 
Although aimed primarily at an American audience 
it has world wide significance. 1994, xxvi, 845pp. 
BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax 
destroyed by an academic expert. 7Opp. 
BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect 
of Britain’s disastrous membership. of the EEC. 
1987, 62pp. 
BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF. THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) 
£1.25. Astrong plea for British independence from 
EC bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 24pp. 
BRITISH ISLES, THE (Hugh Kearney) £7.95. 
Subtitled ‘A history of four nations’ this is an outline 
of British history by an academic historian stressing 
the role of the non-English parts of the British Isles. 
1989, 324pp. 
CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about 
the destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. Once on sale in ordinary bookshops, but 
now only available from the nationalist underground. 
1973,311pp. 
CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£12.50. A study of the organisations and individuals 
seeking to suppress the historian David Irving’s 
freedom to travel and communicate and of the 
smear campaign against him. The book relates 
largely to Mr. Irving’s efforts to get into Australia. 
1994, xi, 208pp. 
CELTS — FIRST MASTERS OF EUROPE, THE 
(Christine Eluere) £6.95. Arichly illustrated account 
of the arts and military achievements of this 
remarkable people in its pre-Roman and pre- 
Germanic heyday. 1992, 175pp. 
CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £4.00. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history 
that have not found their way into textbooks or 
newspapers. A welcome return to print. 1974, 48pp. 
CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John 
Charmley) £20.00 A study of the Anglo-American 
relationship 1940-57 showing the disastrous 
consequences of Churchill's faith in US friendship. 
1995.xv,427pp. 


CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. 
This book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ 
publishers on account of its startling disclosures. 
Churchill-worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ 


Here is the latest list of our books. Prices given 
in each case do not include postal charges, 
which should be estimated by calculating one 
eighth the total value of the order, except in the 
case of overseas orders, where those about to 
order should first enquire. Payment, in sterling 
only, should be enclosed with all orders. All 
cheques or postal orders should be made out to 
the "BNP Book Service" only, and should not 
be included in remittances sent to associated 
bodies for other items. Orders are likely to be 
dealt with more quickly if ‘BNP Book Service’ is 
marked on the envelope. Please send all orders 


to our mail order address: PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 
New tit. re marked wit. rs * 


Please note this fact, which is of great 
importance: the books sold through the BNP 
Book Service are written by many different kinds 
of authors holding a number of different 
political viewpoints, very few of them being in 
any way connected with the British National 
Party. The party’s Book Service distributes these 
books because it is felt that they fill important 
gaps in public information and understanding of 
vital national and international issues. This 
does not mean that all of what is printed in 
these books should necessarily be taken as 
representative of the policies of the British 
National Party. We reserve the right to differ 
with some of the authors on some parts of their 
writings. 


version of modern history will not like this book, as 
it describes its central character as the man who 
ruined Britain and the British Empire in his insane 
vendetta against Hitler. 1987, 591pp. 
CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John 
Charmley) £30.00. This massive work follows in 
the footsteps of David Irving in his Churchill’s War 
in its demolition of the myth of Churchill as a great 
national leader. The author is in fact less personally 
scathing inhis treatment of his subject than is Irving, 
even stating that Churchill was a ‘great man’. 
Nevertheless, the book highlights our war Premier’s 
overweening personal ambition and is particularly 
critical of his failure to come to an agreement with 
Hitler after British forces had been defeated in 
Europe in 1940. A valuable new contribution to 
revisionist history. 1993, 742pp. 

COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.99. A welcome reissue of a vitally 
important book first published in 1972. Shows how 
liberalism and tack of political realism brought about 
Britain’s 20th century decline in the political, industrial 
and military fields. Aclassic work by amainstream 
historian 643pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of alecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 


A frank 
and honest 
study of 
the life and 
career of 
the war 
lord who 
destroyed 
two 
empires — 
one of 
them his 
enemy’s 


God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever since 
its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations 
since biblical times, packed with little known and 
long suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 

CRYING WOLF: HATE’ CRIME HOAXES IN 
AMERICA (Laird Wilcox) £13.00. A survey of 
over 120 cases where "race attacks" have been 
fabricated for political or financial advantage, 1994, 
128, (20)pp. 

DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.00. Areprint of animportant work on the money 
power andits threat to the freedom of mankind. The 
author was a distinguished RAF officer and active 
nationalist. 1956, rep.1992, 72pp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) £1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet which 
strongly refutes the official ‘Holocaust’ figures. An 
all-time Revisionist classic. 28pp. 
DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot 
Robertson) £15.50. This book has attracted 
worldwide attention, dealing as it does with racial 
problems in America and not just sir ply the black- 
white situation. 2nd edition 1981, 61:\pp. 
*EUROPE’S FULL CIRCLE: CORPORATE ELITES 
AND THE NEW FASCISM (Rodney Atkinson) 
£7.95 Controversial view of the EU, arguing that 
itis fascist and corporatist in inspiration Discusses 
the Bilderberg Group, the CIA andinternationalists 
such as Arnold Tynbee and Joseph Retinger. 1996, 
149pp. 

* FABLE OF THE DUCKS AND THE HENS £5.00. 
A full colour cartoon story of how a hard-working 
society of gullible ducks is subverted and 
dispossessed by the crafty hens. A fable for all 
ages. 1996, 21pp. 

FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as “’...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work 
onthe subject.’’ 1989, 732pp. ; 
FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. Amuch needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the 
first great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 
1919 (rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 
Mark Baimbridge and Stephen Reed) £1.50. A 
reappraisal of Britain’s membership of the European 
Community. 1992, 69pp. 

GLOBAL TYRANNY... STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £12.50. How the UN is being developed as 
an omnipotent global government, suppressing 
national identities and humanrights. The author is 
senior editor of The New American and a John Birch 
Society officer. 1992 xvii, 350pp. 

HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £10.00. This latest work by a well- 
known advocate of monetary reform deals also with 
secret politics, media censorship and the movement 
towards a ‘new world order’. 1993, 233pp. 
HITLER’S WAR (David Irving) £25.00. Revised 
and abridged version of The War Path: Hitler’s 
Germany 1933-39 and Hitler’s War (1977 ed.). 
1991,VI,857pp. 

HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE (Prof. 
A.R. Butz) £5.95. A scientist applies clinicalmethods 
to an investigation of the ‘Holocaust’ and dissects a 
number of popular myths. 2nded.1977, 315pp._. 
FREEDOM UNDER SOCIALISM? (Alexander 
Baron) £8.99. A powerful attack on the dogmas 
and myths of socialism. Written from a Libertarian 
perspective it criticises some aspects of racial 
nationalism, but in arefreshingly honest fashion. 
Packed with essential facts. 1996. 219pp. 
HOLOCAUST DENIAL: NEW NAZI LIE OR NEW 
INQUISITION? (Alexander Baron) £8.50. Defends 
the rights of holocaust revisionists and exposes the 
lies of the individuals and organisations seeking to 
suppress free enquiry on the subject. 1994, 179pp. 


(Contd. overleaf) 
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IMPERIUM (Ulrich Varange) £15.00. One of the 
most important nationalist philosophical books of 
the post-war period. The author, whose real name 
was Francis Parker Yockey, rejects Marx, Freud and 
other ‘culture distorters’ and demolishes the whole 
ideology of ‘liberalism.’ Originally published 1948, 
625pp. 

1.0. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.20. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and 
their significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? (Prof. 
Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey of 
modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 
1983, 94pp. 

LAST SECRET, THE (Nicholas Bethell) £7.99.The 
disgraceful story of how the anti-Communist 
Cossacks were forcibly handed over to for mass 
slaughter by the Soviets between 1944 and 1947. 
LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes 
and intellectual fashions that are threatening our 
future. 1980, 246pp. 

LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an 
American engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. 
Leuchter effectively testified that such installations 
could not have existed in German occupied Europe 
before or during 1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 

LIARS OUGHT TO HAVE GOOD MEMORIES 
(Alexander Baron) £4.99. An exposure of the lies 
and crimes of the Searchlight ‘mole’ Ray Hill and a 
demolition of his ridiculous book The Other Face of 
Terror. 1994, 128pp. 

MATTER OF LIFE OR DEBT, A (Eric de Mare) 
£4.75. A distinguished architectural historian 
examines the flaws in our financial and banking 
system and offers a remedy based on the ideas of 
C.H. Douglas. 1983, 140pp. 

MERRIE ENGLAND, 2000 (Colin Jordan) £1.00. A 
fictional portrayal of life at the start of the coming 
century, with white people under the lash of the racial 
‘harmonisers’. 1993, 39pp. 

MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial 
system and describes its role in creating inflation. 
1983, 158pp. 

NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions 
of America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and 
of their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 
NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£6.50. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including 
inform-ation on previous upheavals. The author had 
the honour of being imprisoned without trial for four 
years during World War II, despite his status as a 
member of parliament. Originally published 1952, 
128pp. 

NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS (Laszlo F. 
Thomay) £7.50. An examination of racial tensions in 
anumber of areas, showing that they are based not 
onhate or bigotry but on natural, universal tendencies. 
1993, 145pp. 

NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks 
to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972,288pp. 

POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it inthe present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00 hardback. The author, 
a professional zoologist for 50 years, provides an 
objective and scholarly account of what race means 
and how the concept has affected human thinking. 
Aspecialist book, but one of great importance. 1974, 
625pp. 

RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 50p. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in reply 
to an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with facts 
and cogent argument. 1979, 20 A4 pages. 

RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
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A superbly 
illustrated 
large-format By 
story book 

for children 
and grown- 
ups alike! 
Imaginative 
activists will 
think of 

many ways 

to 

popularise 
this book 

and spread 

its message |_ 
(see page 


GA OF INTRIGOE 
ZBVER ION 


Reason, showing how the truth about the race issue 
has been suppressed by interested parties. 1967 
(rep. 1977), 192pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
ever since it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 
125pp. . 
RECONSTRUCTION TRILOGY, THE (Thomas 
Dixon) £12.00. A reprint of The Leopard's Spots, 
The klansman and The Traitor, three great novels 
dealing with the ‘Reconstruction’ of the American 
South after the Civil War as seen from the Southern 
Whites’ point of view. Dixon’s novels inspired the 
epic D.W. Griffith film Birth of a Nation, the race 
mixers’ least favourite picture. 1902-1907,rep. 1994, 
xx, 550pp. 

RESPONSE, THE (James Goldsmith) £5.99. The 
author answers objections from various sources to 
earlier book The Trap. 1995 , 203pp. 


ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE, THE (Bernard 
Connolly) £17.50. A former official of the European 
Commission exposes the lies and deceit involved in 
the establishment of the ERM and the dangers 
involved in European monetary union and European 
federalism. The book created a sensation on its 
release last Autumn. 1995, xviii, 427pp. 


SEARCHLIGHT ON A SEARCHLIAR (Alexander 
Baron) £2.99. A detailed, factual and annotated 
destruction of the pretensions of Gerry Gable, self- 
styled ‘anti-fascist’ researcher and editor of 
Searchlight magazine. Shortly after this exposure of 
Gable’s lies, the author was assaulted at his home 
by a group of thugs. His libel action against 
Searchlight and its distributers has now stopped a 
number of bookshops stocking Gable's hate- 
sheet.1993, 36pp. 


SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE 
MOVEMENTS (Nesta Webster) £14.00. A standard 
authority on the most important secret societies 
undermining civilisation and Christianity inthe 200 
years up to the 1920s. 1924, rep. 1994, 419pp. 


SELF-DETERMINATION? THE QUESTION 
ULSTER MUST ANSWER (Richard Cameron) 
£5.99. The author’s solution of self-determination 
for Ulster under the Crown may be contentious, but 
the book makes plain the neglect and 
mismanagement to which the province has been 
subjected by direct rule. 1992, 192pp. 

SEXUAL DEAD-END, THE (Stephen Green) £9.95. 
A factual and scientific description of the threat to 
personal and social health posed by homosexuality. 
This book is not sensationalist but nor is it for the 
squeamish or easily shocked. 1992, 482pp. 


SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED,THE (Grimstad) 
£3.00.Examines not only the 'holocaust' but other 
topics involved in the Jewish question, including the 
exploitation of the 'anti-semitic' smear. 

SOME TO MECCA TURN TO PRAY (Mervyn 
Hiskett) £12.95. An examination of Islamic values 
and tradition with important sections on the relations 
between Moslems and host societies and Islam and 
Zionism. 1991, 357pp. 

SPEARHEAD BINDER £7.60. Made to hold 12 
copies of Spearhead magazine. Keep your valuable 
collection of back-numbers in perfect condition and 
ready for handy reference. 


STALIN’S WAR (Ernst Topich) £13.00. A revis- 
ionist view of the origins of World War II by an 
Austrian professor of philosophy. 1987, 152pp. 
STRUGGLE FOR WORLD POWER, THE (George 
Knupffer) £6.20. The fourth edition of a work by a 
distinguished Russian author dealing with the 
communist and financial conspiracies and showing 
the link between the two. 1986, 240pp. 


SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Bryan B. Monahan) 
£7.80. A series of articles from the Social Creditor 
dealing with political and economic threats to Britain’s 
survival and offering solutions to the problem of 
inflation. 1971, viii, 124pp. 

*THERE IS AN ALTERNATIVE (Brian Burkitt and 
others) £4.50. A cost benefit anyalysis of the UK's 
membership of the EU and a description of the 
various alternatives to membership. 1996, 111pp. 
THUS SPAKE ZARATHUSTRA (Friedrich 
Nietzsche) £6.99.The doctrine of racial progress 
and the development of the Superman. This ed 
1969, 343pp 


TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.99. A well- 
known businessman defends the concept of the 
nation state and points out the perils of free trade, 
particularly from the far East. 1994, 216pp. 


TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson 
& Norris McWhirter) £3.50. A complete and detailed 
exposure of the illegal and unconstitutional action of 
the Governmentin signing the Treaty of Maastricht. 
1994 123pp. 


USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 


VIKING LORDS OF THE SEAS, THE (Yves Cohar) 
£6.95. A beautifully illustrated book showing that the 
Vikings were more than simply plunderers. They 
were explorers and traders with a literature and a 
system of beliefs. 1992, 175pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The 
links between Wall Street finance and the Russian 
Revolution are proved beyond all question by an 
established scholar. 1974, 228pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy by its suggestion that 
Hitler had big financial backing from Wall Street. 
Read what he says and decide for yourself. 1976, 
220pp. 


WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, 
Roosevelt’s son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility 
for Pearl Harbour.n.d., 45pp. 


WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT 
(Frederick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel 
prize-winner in chemistry, points the way to a 
satisfactory and beneficial financial system. A long- 
established classic. 1926 (Rep. 1983), 320pp. 


WITNESS TO HISTORY (Michael Walsh) £3.50. 
Large 64-page magazine format. Stunning 
compilation of thousands of quotes, mainly from 
Allied sources, which gives a very different view of 
WW2. 1996. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. Lilienthal) 
£13.00. The second edition of a sensational exposure 
by anon-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. Areal 
eye-opener from an author who can’t be labelled 
‘anti-semitic’! 1982, 904pp. 

ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £10.40. 
New and much improved edition of a book first 
published in 1986. A study of the Jewish presence 
in 20th century history, covering such events as the 
Bolshevik Revolution, the origins of WW2, the 
creation of Israel, the fall of Rhodesia and the 
relationship between communism and capitalism. 
1992, iii, 205pp. 

ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by 
the Institute for Historical Review, the revisionist 
academic body itself hit by a massive Zionist bomb. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items listed 
below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


BNP PUBLICATIONS 
A New Way Forward 


A summary of the main political objectives of the British 
National Party. 8Ip post-free. 


Fight Back! 

British National Party manifesto for the 1992 election. 
Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way Forward 
(above) but with different title, cover design and 
- introduction. 81p post-free. 


Where We Stand 

A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to enquirers. 
30p post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Brand-new booklet outlining the British National Party 
case against the EC and in particular against the Maastricht 
Treaty. Produced by BNP Devon Branch incollaboration 
with party headquarters. 61p post-free. 


The Enemy Within 

Exposes the role of the BBC as a weapon of mass 
brainwashing. The booklet comprises the text of an 
official complaint by the party to the Broadcasting 
Complaints Commission. 46p post-free. 

BNP Activists’ Handbook 

This is the publication that so many have been waiting 
for. The handbook is a comprehensive instruction course 
in all the essential techniques needed in promoting and 
building the British National Party at local branch level, 
starting from scratch when the activist is entirely alone. 
This booklet is a mine of information that all activists, old 
and new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a ‘must’ for 
everyone who wants to be more than just an armchair 
nationalist. The Handbook is illustrated and runs to 71 
pages. £1.88 post-free. 


BNP Propaganda handbook 

Spreading the Word is a new handbook on propaganda 
designed to supplement the Activists’ Handbook. 
Illustrated, Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) Speaking 
from the platform and presentation of Party meetings. 
Special attention is also given to dealing with enemy 
smears — valuable for this alone. £1.88 post-free. 


BADGES & MERCHANDISE 


BNP Badges 
British National Party badges with logo in red, white and 
blue. £1.56 post-free. 


Union Jack lapel badges 
£1.56 each post-free. £1.35 each post-free for 10 or 
more. Wear and sell anywhere. 


Rebuild Britain now! 


A DECENT EDUCATION 
Education is in a reas. ‘Trendy’ 


Make Britain safe! 


BNP — fighting for the British way of life 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 


NEW TWO-SIDED LEAFLET 


Front and back (above). See first item 
under 'BNP leaflets’ (centre column) 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.80 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 
BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto sports bags, jackets, etc. £1.55 post-free. 


BNP LEAFLETS 


Striking new two-sided leaflet. Red, white and blue 
colour scheme lends visual impact to an excellent new 
leaflet. All the best slogans are used including ‘Rebuild 
Britain Now’! which features sections on “Health and 
Welfare’, ‘A Decent Education’, ‘Say No to Europe’! and 
‘Rebuild Our Industry’. Other slogans used include ‘Time 
For A New Party’; ‘Join Us’! and ‘Make Britain Safe’! 
which focuses on crime-ridden Britain and identifies our 
solutions, including the rebuilding of a sense of national 
community — possible only in an all-white Britain! This 
is the fourth ‘Spearhead’ leaflet that the party is pushing 
this year in the run up to the General Election and is sure 
to generate interest. £9.50 per 1,000, with postage charges 
of £4.90 for 1,000 and £5.50 for 2,000. 


Join us! Highly successful recruiting leaflet designed for 
general recruitment campaigns. Gives brief account of 
best known BNP policies. A summons to battle! 


Defend Britain's Fishermen! Attacks the betrayal of the 
fishing industry. Especially suitable for giving out in 
fishing areas. 

Hang Child Murderers! New leaflet — replacing old 
one on same issue. Calls for the death penalty for the 
killing of little children — especially topical following 
cases such as the murder of little Daniel Handley by 
homosexual perverts. 


Why Britain detests the Tories Aimed especially at 
disillusioned Tory voters, listing the failures of the Major 
government. 


These leaflets cost £5.50 per 1,000, with postage charges 
of £4.90 for 1,000 and £5.50 for 2,000. 


Regular leafletting is the key to increased recruitment. 
These are first class propaganda weapons, use them 
to build the British Resistance! 


BNP VIDEO RECORDINGS 


Rally ’95. Video-recording of the latest BNP Annual 
Rally, staged in London on November 11th 1995. Hear 
and see speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, 
Thomas Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. William Pierce 
and John Tyndall. 

Video of Rally ’95 costs £16.05 including p&p. 


Rally ’94. Video-recording of the BNP Annual Rally, 
staged near London on November Sth 1994. Hear and see 
speeches by David Bruce, Richard Edmonds, Gunther 
Deckhert, Claude Cornilleau, Michael Newland and John 
Tyndall. 


Rally ’93. Video-recording of the BNP Annual Rally, 
staged just outside London on November 6th 1993. Hear 
and see speeches by John Morse, David Bruce, Kirk 
Lyons, Claude Cornilleau and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’92. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 24th 1992. Hear and see speeches by 
Syd Carthew, John Peacock, Ken Henderson, Claude 
Cornilleau, David Bruce, Sam Dickson, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches by 
Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy Butler, 
Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard Edmonds and 
John Tyndall. 


Rally ’90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches by 
David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl Philipp, 
Tony Lecomber, Steve Smith, RichardEdmonds and John 
Tyndall. 


Rally ’89. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 


Londonon October 14th 1989. Speeches by Mark Wilson, 
John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony Morgan, David Bruce, 
Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 31st 1987. Speeches by Ronald 
Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter Peel, Richard 
Edmunds, David Bruce and John Tyndall. 


Videos of Rally ’87 to Rally ’94 cost just £13.05 incl. 
p&p. Allare ideal to show to family or friends, or for 


use at local BNP meetings if a main speaker is not 
available. 


BNP AUDIO TAPES 
RECORDED TALKS 
SIDE 1 


The BNP: a movement 
for the new century 


SIDE 2 
Time for action! 


2 | 
JOHN 
TYNDALL 


Recordings 


The first of anew series of audio-tapes produced 
be the British National Party. It consists of two 
recorded studio talks by BNP leader John 
Tyndall. For details and price, see below. 


Rally ’95. Tape-recording of the latest BNP Annual 
Rally, staged in London on November 11th 1995. Hear 
speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, Thomas 
Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. William Pierce and 
John Tyndall. £6.00 plus 36p p&p. 


NEW TAPE! Two recorded talks by John Tyndall: The 
BNP. a movement for the new century. An exposition of 
the main BNP policies; Time for action! A summons to 
the lazy and the apathetic to stir themselves and get 
involved! £6.00 plus 36p p&p. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 


Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other White Race 
patriots. Truth At Last is not a BNP publication but the 
topics are most enlightening covered as they are with total 
freedom of speech and frankness. Send £5 note for trial 
6 month subscription. Obtainable from: Truth At Last, 
PO Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


NATIONAL VANGUARD 


Serious and thoughtful magazine produced by Dr. William 
L. Pierce of the National Alliance but of interest to white 
people all over the world. Appears irregularly. Send 
US$5.50 for sample. 6 issue subscription: air mail 
US$30; surface mail US$18. Ensure to remit in US 
currency only. PO Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 24946, USA. 
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BNP Action 


Spearhead update on election campaign 


‘ZERO HOUR’ DRAWS NEAR 


Coming contest big test of BNP personnel 


JUST OCCASIONALLY in our lives 
there come moments of supreme oppor- 
tunity which we must grasp with open 
arms because it may be a long time, if 
ever, before they present themselves 
again. The 1997 general election is just 
such a time for the British National 
Party. It is the duty of everyone in the 
party to ensure that this opportunity is 
not lost through lack of commitment, 
effort, self-sacrifice and the 
preparedness to put the good cause 
before all personal considerations. 

As Spearhead goes to press this 
month, candidates have come forward 
for just 50 constituencies. This is an 
improvement on the situation two or 
three months ago, but it is not enough 
to ensure that our election targets are 
achieved. 


Candidates still needed 


We have to have at least six to eight 
candidates and seats above the minimum 
of 50 as a guarantee that those 50 seats 
will be fought, allowing for the drop-out 
of the odd candidate or two at the last 
moment and/or for other hitches like 
nomination papers failing, because of 
some technicality, to be in order. More 
candidates are therefore needed, and 
more money must become available. 


The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable): 
British Isles: £22.50 O Overseas surface mail: £24.6€] Unsealed air mail Europe: £25.66 
OUnsealed air mail Middle East, Africa, N & S America: £32.30 0 Unsealed air mail Australasia, 


Far East: £33.90 0 


PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply ifremittance is in Pounds Sterling. Ifremittance isinany 
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With regard to the latter, Spearhead 
knows of some party supporters of very 
limited financial means who have 
contributed hundreds of pounds either 
to the central Election Fund or to local 
funds in their areas. They are a superb 
example to others, more affluent, who 
so far have not shown themselves 
prepared to dip into their pockets. If the 
latter description applies to you, now’s 
the time to remedy things and pitch in! 

BNP leader John Tyndall, in his 
Annual Rally speech last month, evoked 
the memory of the famous Kitchener 
poster of World War I, which said: 
‘*Your country needs you!’”’ Your 
country certainly does need all of you, 
he said to the audience, and it needs you 
now — just as men were needed for the 
front line in that national emergency of 
long ago. They were needed at that 
precise moment — two or three years 
on, when it might have suited some of 
them better, it would have been too late! 


No resting on laurels! 

Mr. Tyndall could perhaps have also 
said, not just that ‘now’ meant now and 
not in the future, but that it also meant 
now and not in the past. Spearhead has 
always saluted those who in years gone 
by have made important contributions 


to the BNP’s successes and growth, but 
time does not stand still, and neither the 
party nor individuals within it are 
entitled to rest on laurels. It is what 
people are doing at this moment and are 
prepared to do within the next few vital 
weeks that is the measure of their value. 
In this connection, it might be observed 
that of those who currently are having a 
great deal to say about how the BNP 
should be run — in particular on the 
matter of fighting elections — only one 
whom we are aware of is making a 
significant input into this present 
election campaign and thus putting his 
body where his mouth is. 


Crunch time 


Because of a bottleneck in literature 
production, this issue should be reaching 
our readers by around February 13th, 
The election could be just five weeks 
from that date (March 20th). It might be 
three weeks further on from that (April 
10th). It will not be /ater than three 
weeks further on (May Ist). What you 
do in these few weeks could be crucial 
to this nation’s future. It is not time to 
talk about what others should be doing, 
or what they may once have done, or 
failed to do; it’s time for you to take 
action now! 


BUILD THE BNP 
READ AND SELL 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


The monthly official BNP newspaper. 

Eight big pages packed with news and 

facts the controlled mass media don’t 
want you to know about. 

B.N. kicks off election year with a hard- 
hitting cover explaining how the ‘Tories 
sell Britain out’ on Europe and 
immigration. Features inside include a 
look at the shaby treatment of our old folk 
and a refutation of charlatan Ken Clarke’s 
absurd smoke and mirror claims that 
Britain’s economy is in good shape. 


British Nationalist — 
the Voice of Britain! 


For sample copy, bulk rates and 
subscription details, send 3 first class © 
stamps or 2 IRCs to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


BNP wins 7% per 


cent in Newham 


The British National Party gained a very 
respectable result in a local government by- 


election in East London’s Newham last 


month. In a contest held in the Central 
Ward of the borough on the 23rd January, 
the party’s candidate Michael Davidson 
obtained 91 votes, which amounted to 714 
per cent of a low poll. If these figures do 
not seem outstandingly impressive on face 
-value, it may be seen that they are 
impressive indeed when the ethnic make-up 
of the ward is taken into account. The 
Whites in Central Ward constitute a mere 37 
per cent of the electorate. From this it will 
be seen that Michael Davidson probably 
won some 20 per cent of the white votes. 
This was achieved with a campaign team 
very limited in numbers and in local con- 
ditions which made canvassing impossible. 

Michael Davidson will be remembered as 
the candidate who, when campaigning in the 
Beckton Ward of Newham in the run-up to 
the local government elections in 1994, was 
the victim of a vicious attack by far-left 
thugs which resulted in the loss of the sight 
of his right eye. Totally undeterred by this 
misfortune, he was back in the thick of 
activity soon after leaving hospital a few 
days afterwards, and so has been since. He 
will be the party’s candidate for the East 
Ham constituency in this year’s general 
election. There is no-one who better 
deserves to do well! 


MICHAEL DAVIDSON 
Candidate of courage 


Have you made a donation to your local 
BNP branch's election campaign yet? If 
not, now’s the time. Money is needed — 

‘and lots of it. Don’t be left out! 


BNP Action 


Party subs now due! 


BNP office has asked us to remind 
members that their subscriptions were 
due for renewal as from the beginning 
of last month. Rates, as in the past, 
are £20 a year, with an optional 
discount of 50 per cent for OAPs, 
students and unemployed. 

Please help the party by re-sub- 
scribing now! 

A point to remember. Sometimes 
people have written to us to say that 
they are dropping out of membership 
because they cannot for the moment 
be active. We must remind everyone 
that the party has non-active members 
as well as active ones. You don’t have 


OFFICIAL BNP 
MERCHANDISE 
BNP MUGS. White ceramic mugs with 
the official logo from British Nationalist 
(Union Jack flag with BNP roundel 


overlapping). Printed in red, white and 
blue. £3.80 each or £3.30 each if 


ordering more than one. For bulk orders 
of 11 ormore, only£2.80 each. All prices 


include p&p. Please make cheques/POs 
payable to ‘BNP Southern Region’ and 
send to; The Secretary, P.O. Box 300, 
Emma Street, London E2 7BZ. 

Please note that all profits from sales go 
into central party funds, so by buying 
these top quality mugs you are helping to 
finance the BNP’s Battle for Britain. So 


to be an activist to pay your subs! : 
rush your order in today! 


CALLING ALL PATRIOTS! 


The BNP still has a few vacancies left for good seats where people are 
desperate to vote for the party at the coming general election, and it still 
needs a few more candidates in order to be absolutely certain of reaching its 
vital target of 50 seats with a few to spare. If you are prepared to consider 
standing for the BNP in the election, please write today to PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW, enclosing brief persona! details, a photograph and 
a political CV. 

You can be a candidate anywhere in the United Kingdom, but you must 
be heterosexual, of good character and of British or other European descent. 


Remember the BNP in your will! 


We wish all our readers a long life, but none of us can stay on this earth for ever. 
Have you ever thought about how you can help the cause when you are gone? 

The British National Party has benefitted immensely from a few of its 
supporters remembering the party in their wills. In most cases the money has 
been invested so as to guarantee the party a regular income, rather than being 
spent all in one go. 

Why not become one of these benefactors yourself? Whatever you do, make 
sure you do not die intestate and so let your estate go to prop up the anti-British 
Establishment! 

It is natural that if you have a family you should wish to provide for them, but 
nevertheless you may well like to set aside something for the good cause as well. 
If, on the other hand, you have no next of kin, there is all the more reason for 
ensuring that the Cause gets something by which to remember you. 

If you require any advice on this matter, please ring or write in and we will be 
pleased to help. 


General Election Fund: target now £2,403.00 


Contributions last month to the British National Party’s General Election 
Fund totalled £894.00. This brings the total raised so far to £7,597.00. 
£2,403.00 is therefore still needed for the fund to reach its ultimate target 
of £10,000. 

We remind readers that this fund is entirely separate from local funds, now 
in operation to pay for local candidates. The fund is intended to cover vital 
expenses that will be involved in conducting the election campaign 
nationally, including production of the election broadcasts, maintenance of 
special telephone lines, the printing of the election manifesto, sundry 
travelling costs, and much more. 

Donations should be marked ‘General Election Fund’ and sent to c/o PO 
Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please give generously and please give 
now! 
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CRUMBLING GUMS 


One tooth was loose and that came first; 
A little blow and it was gone. 

There were complaints, but only talk; 
Our fists stayed idle, or tipped beer. 


And then another tooth, knocked out 

With little anaesthetic giv’n. 

There were some bribes, and many threats, 
To shut the eyes and bleeding mouth. 


And then another tooth, and then 
Another, till no more remained. 
We paid with idle multitudes, 
Sold services and cheap imports. 


Such is the scavenger’s technique: 

If all the mouth were struck at once 

We would strike back, with tooth for tooth; 
So time’s obeyed, me poisoner’s art. 


Now what remains — att grumbling gums? : 


_ Stop the ‘free trade’ 
ae eg jobs massacre 


At the beginning, how to bite. 


Protect 
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Join the British National Party 
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